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5.4 INDICATOR CONTAMINANTS IN SURFACE WATER

This section summarizes the surface water data collected during the RI investigation.
These data include those collected between November 2004 and March 2007. The
surface water study was designed to characterize surface water contaminant
concentrations and flow conditions of the river during three different flow regimes: low
river flow (low flow; <50,000 cfs), high river flow (high flow; >50,000 cfs), and storm
water-influenced flow (low flow conditions with | active runoff in the Study Ared). The ~—{ commented [integral1]: Changed for tecnical accuracy.
threshold discharge rate of 50,000 cfs was selected because it is the river discharge at

which significant transport of streambed sediment begins (Willamette Basin Task Force

1969). The geographic locations of all surface water sampling locations are presented

on Map 2.1-18.

The discussion of indicator contaminants addressed in this section focuses primarily on
the following elements:

e A description of the data set for each contaminant;

e The relationship of contaminant concentration with respect to flow rate;

e The sampling locations and event types with elevated contaminant
concentrations compared to ambient water quality criteria (AWQC); and

e Locations with the highest contaminant concentrations.

The following subsections present tables and other graphical formats to support
discussion and evaluation of the in-river distribution of the 14 indicator contaminants
discussed in the RI main report. Additional tabular and graphical summaries of the
additional 21 contaminants in surface water are included in Appendix D3.

A

the Draft Final RI because screening of surface water concentrations
against criteria are now included in the text.

mJéheLevaJHaHenL /W Commented [Integral2]: Propose deleting Appendix D3.3 of

contaminants using four contaminants: PCBs, Dioxin/Furans, PAHSs, and DDx. This
discussion presents the relationship of contaminant concentration with respect to
dissolved and particulate fractions and relationship with suspended solids and
associated organic carbon.

The final subsection in this discussion presents a site-specific evaluation of hydrophobic
T Report, then appendix should be removed.

Commented [KK3R2]: Agreed. If not referenced in the RI l

The surface water chemistry distributions and supporting information are depicted in
several graphical formats: hydrographs and hyetographs of sampling events, discharge
rates, and precipitation events, and histograms of sample concentrations for all sampling
events for the indicator contaminants, along with line plots, stacked bar charts, and
scatter plots for the indicator contaminantss.
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Hydrographs and Hyetographs: The hydrographs show the measured discharge rates
during each surface water sampling event and the hyetographs show precipitation
events and amounts to provide perspective on the timing of the sampling events and the
specific conditions prior to, during, and after each event. These are provided as Figures
5.4-1 through 5.4-4.

Histograms: The histograms provide a graphical summary of the indicator
contaminants for all the surface water sampling events. For each analyte, data are
presented in two types of histograms: data sorted by flow event type (high flow, low
flow, and storm water-influenced flow) and data sorted by location in the river channel
(west and east channel and transect locations). For the XAD samples, the individual
data points are composed of shaded stacked bars to distinguish between the dissolved
(XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) samples. The bars are color-coded to
distinguish between the single point samples (blue) and the transect samples (orange).
The non-detected samples are displayed with a hatch pattern or open bar. The same

scheme is used for the peristaltic samples, with shaded stacked bars for total and ~—{ commented [A4]: Units need to be consistent. )
dissolved fractions and blue and orange colors for the single point and transect samples. \{ Commented [Int5]: As discussed on 7/8, ug/L will be used J
Multnomah Channel and Swan Island Lagoon are indicated by “MC” and “S|L”, along with scientific notation as needed to avoid long rows of zeros.

respectively, on the histograms.

Line Plots: The line plots present the concentrations of the indicator contaminantss for
each flow type (high flow, low flow, storm water-influenced) at the transect stations for
all surface water sampling events. The squares, diamonds, and triangles represent the
data points. Prior to generating the plots, data were averaged so that only one value per
transect per sampling event was used. NB and NS total (dissolved plus particulate)
concentrations were averaged for samples from stations W027 (Multnomah Channel),
WO005 (RM 4), W011 (RM 6.3), and W024 (RM 16) and east, west, and mid-channel
total concentrations were averaged for stations W025 (RM 2) and W023 (RM 11),
where applicable. The data for the 2007 high flow event is displayed in two colors
because this event was completed in two phases with a stand down period between high
flow conditions.

Scatter Plots: Scatter-plot presentations of the surface water data show concentrations
of the indicator contaminants by river mile. The symbols on the scatter plots distinguish
between flow types (high flow, low flow, storm water-influenced flow) and single-point
and transect samples. The evaluation of hydrophobic indicator contaminants presents
indicator contaminants relationships with flow, TSS, and organic carbon. Particulate
versus dissolved concentrations are also presented for detailed evaluation of the results.
The symbols on the scatter plots distinguish between flow types (high flow, low flow,
storm water-influenced flow) and point and transect samples.
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5.4.1 Surface Water Data Set
The Round 2A and 3A surface water sampling programs consisted of seven field
collection events that occurred between November 2004 and March 2007. The seven
events are listed below:

e November 2004 (Round 2A, low flow)

e March 2005 (Round 2A, low flow)

e July 2005 (Round 2A, low flow)

e January 2006 (Round 3A, high flow)

e September 2006 (Round 3A, low flow)

e November 2006 (Round 3A, storm water-influenced flow)

e January-March 2007 (Round 3A, high flow?).

Other studies included in this evaluation are:
e Siltronic — May and June 2005 (MFA 2005b, low flow).

e NW Natural — October 2007(Anchor 2008b, low flow).

Commented [A6]: This information was moved to intro to
section.

o City of Portland — February 5, 1992 (low flow) and March 15, 2006 (low-flow) L/{Commented [Integral7]: Flow condition information added

(Sanders 2006, TSS only).

Peristaltic and XAD (column and filter) samples were collected during all sampling
events, but not at all sampling locations. Table 5.4-1 summarizes the sampling methods
at each sampling station for each sampling event.

Surface -watersamples! water samples were collected at 23 target locations from RM 2

to 11 in the Lower Willamette River during three Round 2A sampling events in 2004
and 2005. Single-point samples were collected by peristaltic pump at all locations.
Additional samples were collected by employing the high-volume XAD sampling
method {deseribed-belows-at seven of the 23 locations, including three cross-sectional
river transects and four discrete locations.

! The January 2007 high-flow event was cancelled after two days of sampling due to unexpected change in flow
conditions. Sampling recommenced on February 21, 2007 once high-flow conditions (>50,000 cfs) were once
again observed and continued through March 10, 2007.
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During the Round 3A sampling events, surface water was collected at 18 target

locations from RM 2 to 16 in 2006 and 2007. A transect station located at the upper
end of Multnomah Channel (RM 2.9) was added to the program to provide a better
understanding of the flux of chemicals exiting the Study Area via Multnomah Channel;
and a transect station at RM 16 was added to assist with the analysis of upstream
sources and loading into the Study Area. Peristaltic and high-volume samples were
collected from 18 stations, including 6 transects and 12 single-point locations. Table
5.4-1 srmmarizes sampling methods at each station for all Round 2A and 3A sampling
events.

Commented [Int10]: Propose retaining these two paragraphs to
provide context to the reader of the overall sampling design, which
is complex. Subsequent sections are difficult to understand without
this basic understanding.

Peristaltic surface water samples were analyzed for conventional analytes, metals, and
organic compounds (PCB Aroclors, organochlorine pesticides, and SVOCs).
High-volume samples were analyzed by high-resolution gas chromatography/high-
resolution mass spectrometry (HRGC/HRMS) for PCB congeners, PCDD/Fs,
organochlorine pesticides, phthalate esters, and PAHS.

[For comparison of peristaltic and XAD data on the same basis, a summed XAD
concentration was calculated from the XAD column and XAD filter -concentrations. In

this sum, non-detects were set to zera, If both XAD fractions were non-detect, the /{COm_menped [Integrall1]: Summing methodology first J
summed detection limit was set to the sum of the individual detection limits.. As MEAHIEIES) (10 (ENE2 D Sedlon 410, (W mC Wi or ey
discussed-in-Section 2only-Category-1 OA2 data-are-used-inthese discussions, /{ Formatted: English (United States) ]

A total of six transect locations located at RM 2, mouth of Multnomah Channel, RM
3.9, RM 6.3, RM 11 and RM 16 were sampled; due to flow conditions and sample event
objectives, not all transects were sampled during all sampling events. Transects were
sampled in three ways: as a vertically-integrated equal discharge increment transect
[EDI-VI]; as a near surface equal discharge increment transect and near bottom equal
discharge increment transect pair [EDI-NS/NB]; and as a vertically-integrated, three
segment (East, Mid-channel, West) transect [VI (E,M,W)]?. At three locations (W010,
W014, and W020) single point vertically-integrated samples were collected during
Round 2A low flow conditions to support the baseline human health risk assessment.
The remaining Round 2A single-point samples were collected in support of the baseline
ecological risk assessment as near bottom samples. Round 3A single-point samples
were collected as near surface and near bottom pairs. Siltronic collected peristaltic
single point samples, and NW Natural and the City of Portland collected surface water
grab samples. Not all samples were analyzed for every analyte. Each subsection that
follows will discuss which samples were analyzed for each indicator contaminants.

A total of 23 peristaltic sample locations and seven peristaltic and XAD stations were
sampled during the Round 2A low flow conditions and six peristaltic and XAD stations

2 A single vertically-integrated sample was collected from the mid-point of each transect segment.
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were sampled during the Round 3A low flow conditions (Table 5.4-2). Twenty single-
point peristaltic stations (W001-W004, W006-W010, and W012-W022) and four
single-point peristaltic and XAD stations were sampled (W013, W015, W016, W018)
during each of the three Round 2A sampling events (Table 5.4-1). Both peristaltic and
XAD samples were collected for all the low flow transect samples in Round 2A. Three
Round 2A transect locations (W005, W011, and W023) were collected during low flow
conditions as EDI-VI. Four Round 3A transect locations (W005, WO011, W024, and
W027) were collected as EDI-NS/NB and the other two Round 3A transect locations
(W023 and WO025) were collected as VI (E, M, W). Replicates were collected based on
a 5% target frequency at the following single-point stations: W013 (peristaltic and
XAD) and WO016 (peristaltic only) during November 2004; WO013 (peristaltic and XAD)
and WO002 (peristaltic only), W004 (peristaltic only), and W016 (peristaltic only) during
March 2005; and WO002 (peristaltic only) and WO016 (peristaltic only) and W013
(peristaltic and XAD) during July 2005. A total of 92 peristaltic samples and 38 XAD
samples were collected to represent the low flow conditions of the river (Table 5.4-3).
As summarized in Table 5.4-4, samples collected during this flow regime include:

e 61 peristaltic and 15 XAD single-point, near-bottom samples;
e 8 peristaltic single-point, vertically-integrated samples;
e 9 peristaltic and 9 XAD transect, EDI-VI samples;

e 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD east-channel V1 transect samples, 2 peristaltic and 2
XAD mid-channel VI transect samples, and 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD west-
channel VI transect samples;

e 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NS samples; and
e 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NB samples.

Storm water-influenced flow conditions were only sampled once during Round 3A
(November 2006). Both peristaltic and XAD samples were collected at all six transect
locations (W005, W011, W023, W024, W025, and W027) and 12 single-point stations
(W026 and W028-W038) during this sampling event (Table 5.4-1). Four of the transect
locations (WO005, W011, W024 and WO027) were sampled as EDI-NS/NB. The other
two transect locations (W023 and W025) were sampled as VI (E, M, W). All the single-
point samples were collected as NS/NB pairs. Replicates were collected at single-point
stations W033 (peristaltic and XAD) and W036 (peristaltic only). A total of 42
peristaltic samples and 40 XAD samples were collected to represent the storm water-
influenced flow conditions of the river (Table 5.4-3). As summarized in Table 5.4-4,
samples collected during this flow regime include:

e 14 peristaltic and 13 XAD single-point, near surface samples;

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
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e 14 peristaltic and 13 XAD single-point, near-bottom samples;

e 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD east-channel VI transect samples, 2 peristaltic and 2
XAD mid-channel VI transect samples, and 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD west-
channel V1 transect samples;

e 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NS samples; and
e 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NB samples.

High flow conditions were sampled twice during Round 3A (January 2006 and January-
March 2007). In January 2006, peristaltic and XAD samples were collected at three
transects (W005, W023, and W024). Due to safety concerns and sampling challenges
associated with the extreme high flow conditions, the January 2006 samples were
collected mid-channel at a single fixed depth for each of the three transect stations that
were sampled. No vertical integration was performed. One replicate was collected at
W023 for the peristaltic sample only. Both peristaltic and XAD samples were collected
at all six transects and 12 single-point stations (W026 and W028-W038) during the
January-March 2007 sampling event. Four of the transect locations (W005, W011,
W024 and W027) were sampled as EDI-NS/NB. The other two transect locations
(W023 and WO025) were sampled as VI (E, M, W). Stations W023-M and W025-M
were first sampled in January 2007, and then re-occupied in March 2007 (W023-M2,
W025-M2) due to changing flow conditions. All the single-point samples were
collected as NS/NB pairs. NS and NB replicates were collected at single-point station
WO033 (peristaltic only) during the January-March 2007 event. A total of 46 peristaltic
samples and 43 XAD samples were collected to represent the high flow conditions of
the river (Table 5.4-3). As summarized in Table 5.4-4, samples collected during this
flow regime include:

13 peristaltic and 12 XAD single-point, near surface samples;
e 13 peristaltic and 12 XAD single-point, near-bottom samples;

e 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD east-channel VI transect samples, 4 peristaltic and 2
XAD mid-channel VI transect samples, and 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD west-
channel VI transect samples;

e 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NS samples; and
e 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NB samples.

Uncertainty associated with the surface water data is related primarily to the

representativeness of the analytical data set. The surface water sampling program was
designed to capture representative flow conditions and locations over time. However,
only a limited number of surface water samples during a limited number of conditions

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
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could be collected over time. In addition, sampling protocols evolved over time based
on the assessment of previous efforts as well changing river flow conditions. This
evolution included some changes in both sample locations and sampling methods.
While these changes were intended to more fully characterize the site, they also make
the compilation and combination of these data more complex. For example, single
point stations occupied in round 2 were sampled on multiple occasions. However,
during round 3 the stations were shifted into deeper water to accommodate the round 3
modification to collect both near-bottom and near-surface samples simultaneously or

relocated at EPA’s requestlAIso, while the six transects were sampled in almost all the /{ Commented [Int12]: Proposed revised text to explain data set

sampling events, sampling methods were modified over the course of the sampling oSS
program. While the data evaluation compares concentrations at the river transects, there

is uncertainty associated with the changes in sampling methods as well as the

unavoidable flow condition differences between specific sampling events.

This complexity prohibits a quantitative statistical evaluation of temporal and flow
variability in surface water. Further, the limited number of stations and samples
preclude definition of the magnitude and extent of the surface water contamination in
all localized areas. Such locations may need to be addressed further in remedial design.
Nontheless, the data collected and presented here met the objectives of the sampling
program and are sufficient for the purposes of the site-wide RI.

5.4.2 River Conditions during Round 2A and 3A Sample Collection

A summary of the sampling events, including dates of collection, flow rates, and
relative flow conditions, are presented in Table 5.4-5. Average discharge rates
(recorded as cfs) for each event are based on measurements collected by the USGS at
the stream flow station located upstream of the Morrison Bridge at RM 12.8 (station
14211720). Flow measurements from the USGS gauge at this station are collected
every 30 minutes and were used to calculate flow rates for each of the seven sampling
events.® It should be noted that discharge rates below 20,000 cfs measured at this
station are considered to be unreliable by the USGS. Therefore, the average discharge
rates calculated for the low flow events should be considered estimates.

The surface water sampling events and their corresponding flow rates are presented
against the backdrop of the average year (1972-2008) hydrograph measured at
Morrison Bridge on Figure 5.4-1. Overall, the sampling events were well distributed
over the average water year, capturing the range of flow conditions, including base
flow, rising limb, peak flow, and falling limb conditions. Additionally, the November
2006 sampling captured a storm water-influenced flow event at the onset of the
transition from a low flow period to a high flow period. Figures 5.4-2a-d present the
actual annual hydrograph measured at Morrison Bridge (RM 12.8) and hyetograph
during each year of sampling (2004-2007), including daily average and historical

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
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average (1978-2008) discharge rates and daily precipitation levels and identifies the
sampling events collected during each year. Several rainfall events occurred during the
November 2004 sampling event, and one day of measurable rainfall occurred during
each of the March and July 2005 sampling events.

The seasonal cycle of water discharge in the Willamette River is also apparent on
Figure 5.4-1. Annual low water levels occur during the summertime regional dry
season, and flows increase during the wetter winter months (November to March).
Furthermore, a distinct and persistent period of relatively high water levels occurs from
late May through June when Willamette River flow into the Columbia is slowed by
high-water stage/flow in the Columbia River during the spring freshet in the much
larger Columbia River Basin. The flow regime can influence the concentration of
contaminants in the water column.

Flow measurements were not collected at the lower end of the Study Area where the
river flows either into the Columbia River or into Multnomah channel. To better
understand the flow dynamics at the lower end of the Study Area, a hydrodynamic
model (discussed in Section 6) was used to estimate these flows. The model shows that
the relative stages of the Columbia and Willamette rivers determine the fraction of the
Willamette River flow which flows down Multnomah Channel (WEST 2006a). Figure
5.4-3 presents the average annual hydrograph, based on modeled discharge rates for
2003 through 2007, for RM 4, RM 2, and Multnomah Channel. The Morrison Bridge
(RM 12.8) 25-yr average hydrograph is also shown for comparison.

Figure 5.4-4 presents the modeled daily average flows for 2003 through 2007 and
highlights the time periods when surface water samples were collected at RM 4, RM 2,
and Multnomah Channel. A few key observations are apparent in these figures. First,
for a significant portion of each year, generally May through September, the relatively
higher Columbia River stage drives a reversal in flow direction at RM 2. During these
periods, the Multnomah Channel flow increases and includes the entire Willamette
River flow plus some flows from the Columbia River. Second, Figure 5.4-4 shows that
surface water sampling events at the RM 2 and Multnomah Channel sample transects
did not occur during these flow reversal periods; rather, sampling was conducted when
the Willamette River flow was in the downstream direction, and flows split between
Multnomah Channel and the main stem. This indicates that surface water samples
collected at RM 2 and Multnomah Channel are representative of Willamette River water
and are not strongly influenced by mixing with Columbia River water.

Tidal action also compounds the hydrology and interplay of the two rivers, and affects
the Willamette River upstream as far as Portland Harbor and beyond. The high (i.e.,
flood) tide can influence Willamette River levels by up to 3 ft in Portland Harbor when
the river is at a low stage. These tidal fluctuations can result in short-term flow
reversals (i.e., upstream flow) in Portland Harbor during times of low river stage
combined with large flood tides. Tidal changes were observed at multiple stations
during the surface water sampling events. At this time, there is not adequate high-

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
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resolution discharge information to determine the potential influence of tidal
fluctuations and water mixing on surface water sampling results; however, the overall
tidal impact is not expected to be significant.[

5.4.3 Suspended Solids

Suspended sediment loads are potentially an important component of the Lower
Willamette River physical system. TSS data have been collected as part of the surface
water data collection effort to understand distributions and patterns of contaminant
concentrations. As stated in Section 3, evaluations overall indicate that a positive
correlation exists between TSS concentrations and flow rate in the Lower Willamette
River.

Organic carbon is present in both suspended sediment and the dissolved phase. This
organic carbon comes from a range of natural sources including watershed inputs, such
as the dissolution and decay of plant material and soil organic matter, and in-river
sources such as phytoplankton. In some locations anthropogenic sources such as
petroleum may be significant. Hydrophobic compounds, for example persistent organic
pollutants, such as PCBs, dioxin/furans, and chlorinated pesticides, tend to accumulate
in the organic fraction (foc) of sediments and soils, although they can be present in
aqueous solution due to due to the dissolved organic carbon (DOC) and the presence of
colloids* in the water column. Organic carbon in the suspended sediment is a strong
determinant in the adsorption of organic contaminants (i.e., persistent organic
pollutants) with low aqueous solubilities. DOC is important in the transport of metals in
the aquatic systems. Metals can be strongly complexed by DOC, enhancing metal
solubility while also reducing metal bioavailability.]

Figures 5.4-5 and 5.4-6 present the foc on the TSS in each surface water sample as a
function of flow rate and river mile, respectively. The surface water transect particulate
and dissolved organic carbon data are presented by event on Figures 5.4-7 and 5.4-8.
The foc values on the TSS range from 0 to 20 percent in the low flow samples and 0 to
50 percent in the storm water-influenced samples. Conversely, the foc on the TSS in
high flow samples is distinctly lower, ranging from 0 to less than 4 percent, suggesting
the introduction of suspended particles with low organic carbon content during high
flow events. Generally low foc values may be a function of larger particles (lower
surface area per volume and therefore fewer organic carbon binding sites) introduced
during high flow conditions.

Figure 5.4-9 presents a scatter plot of foc and TSS that summarizes the overall trend of
solids concentrations and foc in the data set. High flow samples tend to exhibit lower foc
associated with TSS. The shape of the curve is largely driven by the fact that fo is a

“Colloids are the smallest particles, having dimensions between 1 nm and 100 pm; they are comprised of humic
substances, Fe and Mn- oxides and soil-derived materials, and are ubiquitous in natural waters (Stumm, and
Morgan, 1996). A fraction of colloids are small enough to pass through a 0.45 um filter materials; as such,
compounds sorbed to, or comprising, colloids are operationally part of the ‘dissolved” fraction.
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function of TSS. The suspended solids associated with the storm water-influenced
samples appear to have the highest levels of organic carbon content. The TSS
concentrations and corresponding foc values vary somewhat between flow types, and the
low flow samples appear to fall between the high flow and storm water-influenced
samples based on the level of organic carbon. There is the possibility that there may be
local nearshore effects at the point of discharge that were not captured in the surface
water sampling data set.

5.4.4 Total PCBs in Surface Water

Total PCB data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All PCB surface
water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-12 by sample event and sample ID
number.

Dissolved and particulate PCB congener concentrations in surface water XAD columns
and filters and PCB Aroclor concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in

stacked bar graphs by flow event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-10

and 5.4-11.

Total PCB concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is presented
on Figure 5.4-12. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points
collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

Figures 5.4-13a-b present a scatter plot of all total PCB surface water data. Note the
symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow
conditions of the sampling event—Ilow flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow.)

544.1 fTotaI PCB Datal ___—1 Commented [Integral18]: In the sections that follow, sample

Total PCBs were analyzed as PCB Aroclors by EPA method 8081 in 54-53 of the total SR T e e AR
157-180 peristaltic samples collected; 4142 SP-NB samples, nire-eight SP-VI samples,
and threeene transect EDI-VI sample. High-volume surface water samples (XAD
samples) were analyzed as PCB congeners by HRGC/HRMS in 120.5° of the total 423
121 XAD samples collected; 25 SP-NS samples, 39.5 SP-NB samples, 312 transect
EDI-VI samples, 132 transect EDI-NS samples, and 12 transect EDI-NB samples.

PCB Aroclors were not detected in the majority of the peristaltic samples (475 of 53%
nondetect samples) with detection limits ranging from 0.0025 to 0.0027 pg/L, which is
four orders of magnitude greater than the Oregon water quality criterion for human
health (0:00000646.4 x 10 ug/L), although below the chronic Oregon water quality
criterion for aquatic life (0.014 pg/L) and the MCL (0.5 pg/L).

inconsistencies were found, updates were made to counts/values in
RLSO. We have not attempted o diagnose the source of each
revision. However, in the section 5.4 tables provided by EPA on
6/11/2014 two issues were encountered that are likely relevant. The
first is that it appears that values for summed parameters match
values from the SCRA for the RA summing rules, not the RI
summing rules. Second, there are some inaccuraciess in the
assignment of the collection type description (point vs. transect
locations).

5 Only the column of the XAD sample collected during July 2005 low flow event was analyzed for total PCBs; the
filter was not analyzed.

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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Detections of PCB Aroclors were limited to six single-point samples collected during
the Round 2A low flow event at the following stations:

W001 (RM 2.0E),
WO004 (RM 3.7E-head of International Slip),
WO014 (RM 6.9E) and

W022 (RM 9.7W).

Detected PCB Aroclor concentrations for SP-NB samples range from 0.00592 J pg/L
t0 0.0149 J pg/L; only one SP-VI sample (W014) was detected at 0.01672 pug/L.

Total PCB congener concentrations, calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD
column) and particulate (XAD filter) concentrations, were detected in all samples. The
following discussion is based on the Total PCB congener data.

54.4.2

PCB Relationships to River Flow Conditions

Total PCB concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as
follows, sample types not samples are also listed:

SP-NS: Not sampled;

SP-NB:  [0.000375J pg/L to 0.01198 J ug/L (station W013 at RM 6.9E);

T-VI: 0.0002274 0 pg/L to 0.000950 J pg/L (station WO23E at RM 11);

T-EDI/NS: 0.000159 J pg/L to 0.00067382 J pg/L (station WO11 at RM 6.3);
T-EDI/NB: 0.000174 J pg/L to 0.000950 J pg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and

T-EDI/VI: 0.000171 J pg/L to 0.000608 J pg/L (station W023 at RM 11).

Total PCB concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow
conditions ranged as follows:

SP-NS:  0.000182 J pg/L to 0.002586 J nug/L (station WO030 at RM 5.5E);
SP-NB:  0.000112 J pg/L to 0.000897 J pg/L (station W026 at RM 2.1E);
T-VI: 0.000121 J pg/L to 0.001290 J pg/L (station WO25E at RM 2E);
T-EDI/NS: 0.000149 J pg/L to 0.000458 J pg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9);

T-EDI/NB: 0.000205 J pg/L to 0.000440 J pg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document

may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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e T-EDI/VI: Not sampled.

Total PCB concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions, excluding

the 2006 high flow levent, ranged as follows: A

Commented [Int22]: See next comment

e SP-NS: 0.000111 J pg/L to 0.666932-000749 J pg/L (station W029-W035 at
RM-44\Win Swan Island Lagoon);

e SP-NB: 0.000149 J pg/L to 0.0007703 J pg/L (station WO35 in Swan Island
Lagoon);

o T-VI 0.000042 J pg/L to 0.000169 J pg/L (station WO23E at RM 11E); //{

Commented [Integral23]: The high flow data summary as
presented excludes data from the 2006 HF event.

e T-EDI/NS: 0.0000783432 J pg/L to 0.000250 J pg/L (station W027 in
Multnomah Channel);

e T-EDI/NB: 0.0007205 J pug/L to 0.000391 J pg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and
e T-EDI/VI: Not sampled.

PCB concentrations were consistently lower in high flow samples compared to the low

flow and storm water-influenced flow samples\ (Figure 5.4-1264), suggesting dilution at

Commented [Integral24]: Proposed text change as this
comparison is easier to see in the figures

high flow rates overwhelm local effects and PCB concentrations. All sample events
show the concentrations at the RM 11 transect are consistently greater than RM 16
transect (Figure 5.4-12), indicating there are inputs of PCBs to the system in this reach.
During three of the four low flow sampling events (March 2005, July 2005, and
September 2006), concentrations increase between RM 11 and RM 6. However, the
November 2004 low flow event did not show this same trend. Two of the low flow
events (July 2005 and September 2006) show sustained elevated concentrations
between RM 6 and RM 4.

The February 2007 high flow sampling event shows increasing concentrations between
RM 6 and RM 4; this trend is also apparent in the November 2006 storm water-
influenced flow event. Only the storm water-influenced event shows increasing
concentrations between RM 4 and RM 2.Two of the three highest total PCB
concentrations at RM 11 were from the sampling stations on the east side of the channel

(Figure 5.4-10),. The second highest result at RM 11 was from a Round 2A vertically- /{

Commented [Integral25]: Proposed removal of source
language here in Section 5.

and horizontally-integrated transect, and the field crew noted storm water runoff
entering the east side of the channel during collection of this sample (Jones 2007, pers.
comm.).

5.4.4.3 Spatial Distribution of PCBs

Commented [JMK26]: Internal EPA Comment Should we
consider an alternate title for this section for each contaminant to
more closely reflect the discussion about criteria

Commented [Int27]: Screen vs OR QWC only per discussion
on 7/8.

None of the sample results exceeds the MCL for PCBs (0.5 pg/L). Total PCB Aroclor //{
results from two sample stations exceeded the chronic ODEQ WQC for aquatic life N
(0.014 pg/L): W004 (RM 3.7 at the head of International Slip) and W014 (RM 6.9E in L

Commented [KK28R27]: MCLs are part of OR WQC, so need

to retain these statements.
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Willamette Cove). All the sample results exceed the ODEQ WQC for human health
(0.0000064 pg/L) by one to four orders of magnitude. The majority of the highest total
PCB concentrations (>0.001 pg/L) were associated with single-point samples collected
during low flow conditions.

The highest detected concentrations (>0.01 pg/L) were collected at the following
stations:

e WO004 (RM 3.7E at the head of International Slip),
e WO013 and W014 (RM 6.9E in Willamette Cove).

The next highest detected concentrations (between <0.01 and =0.001 pg/L) were
collected at the following stations during low flow conditions:

e WO001 (RM 2.0E),
e WO015 (RM 6.9W),
e WO16 (RM 7.2W),

e WO018 (in Swan Island Lagoon),

e WO022 (RM 9.7W)

o—l ___—| Commented [Integral29]: W019 samples are ND at 2500
2530, 2630 pg/L

" commented [KK30R29]: OK

and during the storm water-influenced flow event at the following stations:

Commented [Integral31]: W020 samples are ND at
2500,2500,2500 pg/L

e WO25E (RM 2.0E),
- ( ) [Commented [KK32R31]: OK

)
|
J
]

e W028 (RM 3.6E), and
e WO030 (RM 5.5).

These data suggest that local PCB sources may exist in these regions of the Study Area.
]The range of total PCB concentrations within the complete data set across the Study
Area was fairly consistent between RM 11 and 2 (Figure 5.4-13a and b), excluding the
highest single-point concentrations, and elevated concentrations near the east side of the

N\

river at RM 6.7L ) Commented [Integral33]: Propose retaining this deleted text
which provides context for the previous sentence which was
AN

retained.

NVithin the Study Area, total PCB concentrations continued to increase between RM 11 ¢
{ commented [KK34R33]: OK

and RM 4 in six of seven transect-based sampling events (the sole exception is the .
November 2004 low-flow sampling event). Total PCB concentrations at both RM 2 and

in Multnomah Channel transects generally decreased from those at RM 4 but remained

higher than those at RM 16. An exception to this was the RM 2 total PCB concentration

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
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from the November 2006 stormwater-influenced event, which was higher than other

transect concentrations measured in that event. \ /{ Commented [Integral35]: This text is important for
understanding the results of the sampling program

5.4.5 Total PCDD/Fs and TCDD TEQ in Surface Water [Commented [KK36R35]: OK

Total PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11.
Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10.
Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and
5.4-11a-d. All PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ surface water sample results are presented in
Tables 5.4-13 and 5.4-14 by sample event and sample ID number.

Dissolved and particulate PCDD/F congener concentrations in surface water XAD
columns and filters and concentrations from the peristaltic pump samples are presented
in stacked bar graphs by flow event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-
14 and 5.4-15. Dissolved and particulate TCDD TEQ concentrations in surface water
are presented similarly on Figures 5.4-18 and 5.4-19.

Total PCDD/F concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is
presented on Figure 5.4-16. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all
data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

Figure 5.4-17 presents a scatter plot of all Total PCDD/F surface water data. Note the
symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow
conditions of the sampling event—Ilow flow, storm-water-influenced, or high flow).

5.45.1 Total PCDD/Fs and TCDD TEQ Data
545.1.1 Total PCDD/Fs Data

Total PCDD/Fs were analyzed as PCDD/F congeners in high-volume surface water
samples by HRGC/HRMS in 797 of the total 1213 XAD samples collected; 7 SP-NS
samples, 16 SP-NB samples, 124 transect EDI-VI samples, 48-20 SP-VI samples, 123
transect EDI-NS samples, and 12 transect EDI-NB samples. Total PCDD/F congener
concentrations, calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate
(XAD filter) concentrations, were detected in all samples.

5.4.5.1.2 TCDD TEQ Data

TCDD TEQ were calculated in 77-79 of the total 123 XAD samples collected; 7 SP-NS
samples, 16 SP-NB samples, 41-12 transect EDI-VI samples, 48-20 SP-VI samples, 43
12 transect EDI-NS samples, and 12 transect EDI-NB samples. Stacked bar graphs
depicting TCDD TEQ concentrations in the surface water dissolved (XAD column) and
particulate (XAD filter) samples by flow condition and river mile are presented on
Figures 5.4-18 and 5.4-19. TCDD TEQ concentrations, calculated as the sum of the
dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) TCDD toxicity equivalent
concentrations of each dioxin/furan congener, were detected in all samples.

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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5.45.2 PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ Relationships to River Flow Conditions

5.45.2.1 PCDD/F Relationship to River Flow Conditions
Total PCDD/F concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged
as follows:

e SP-NS: Not sampled;
e SP-NB: 0.000031 pg/L to 0.000162 pg/L (station W013 at RM 6.9E);
o T-VI 0.000006 J pg/L to 0.000027 J pg/L (station WO23E at RM 11);

e T-EDI/NS: 0:0000188.49 x 10 J pg/L to 0.000026 J ug/L (station W027 in
Multnomah Channel);

e T-EDI/NB: 0.0000289.31 x 10 J pg/L to 0.000052 J pg/L (station WOO5 at
RM 3.9); and

e T-EDI/VI: 0.000017 J pg/L to 0.000050 J pg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9).

Total PCDD/F concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow
conditions ranged as follows:

e SP-NS: 0.0000368 J pg/L to 0.000054 J pg/L (station WO35 in Swan Island
Lagoon)

e SP-NB: 0.0000396 pg/L to 0.000055 J pg/L (station W032 at RM 6.9E);

o T-VI 0:0000045.51 x10° J pg/L to 0.000118 pg/L (station WO23E at
RM 11E);

e T-EDI/NS: 0.000019 J pg/L to 0.660028-000052 pg/L (station W01105 at RM
3:96.3);

e T-EDI/NB: 0.000026 pg/L to 0.000050 pg/L (station WO005 at RM 3.9); and
e T-EDI/VI: Not sampled.

Total PCDD/F concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged
as follows:

e SP-NS: 0.000025 pg/L to 0.000074 pg/L (station WO035 in Swan Island
Lagoon);

e SP-NB: 0.000027 J pg/L to 0.000075 pg/L (station WO35 in Swan Island
Lagoon);

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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o T-VI: 0.000005 J pg/L to 0.000031 J pg/L (station WO23E at RM 11E);

e T-EDI/NS: 0.000009748 J pg/L to 0.000030 J pg/L (station W027 in
Multnomah Channel-and-station\W024-at RM-16);

e T-EDI/NB: 0.000008 J pg/L to 0.000029 pg/L (station WO027 in Multnomah
Channel); and

e T-EDI/VI: Not sampled.

Figure 5.4-16 shows that there does not appear to be an overall trend between total
PCDD/F values and flow conditions. All sample events show the concentrations at the
RM 11 transect are consistently greater than concentrations at the RM 16 transect
(Figure 5.4-16), indicating there are inputs of total PCDD/Fs to the system in this reach.
During three of the four low flow sampling events (March 2005, July 2005, and
September 2006), concentrations of PCDD/Fs increase between RM 11 and RM 6.3.
The July 2005 low flow event show increasing concentrations between RM 6.3 and RM
3.9. The storm water-influenced flow event shows concentration peaks at RM 11 and
RM 2; the February 2007 high flow event shows a similar pattern. Concentrations of
PCDD/Fs leaving the Study Area in Multnomah Channel were consistently higher than
RM 16 upstream of the Study Area, while concentrations at RM 2 were consistently
lower than RM 16 and Multnomah Channel.

5.45.2.2 TCDD TEQ Relationship to River Flow Conditions
TCDD TEQ concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as
follows:

e SP-NS: Not sampled;
e SP-NB: 1.1x107 pg/L t0 9.17x107 pg/L (station W013 at RM 6.9E);
o T-VI 1.81x108 J pg/L to 6.43x10° J pg/L (station WO23E at RM 11);

e T-EDI/NS: 2.69x108J pg/L to 9.17x10°® J pg/L (station W027 in Multnomah
Channel);

e T-EDI/NB: 3.149:28x1078 J pg/L to 1.97x107 J pg/L (station WO0O05 at RM
3.9); and

e T-EDINVI: 4.3x10®J pg/L to 3.27x107 J pg/L (station WO005 at RM 3.9).

TCDD TEQ concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow
conditions ranged as follows:

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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7.77x10°® J pg/L to 1.36x107 J pg/L (station W023-W035 in Swan
Island Lagoon);

1.01x107 ug/L to0 2.12x107 J pug/L (station W033 at RM 7W);

1.339:55x10°% J pg/L to 2.78x107 ug/L (station WO23E at RM
11E);

3.73x10® J pg/L to 1.387-29x107 pg/L (station W027 in
Multnomah Channel);

7.78:9x10°8 ug/L to 1.09x107 pg/L (station W027 in Multnomah
Channel);

Not sampled.

TCDD TEQ concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions, excluding
the 2006 high flow levent, ranged as follows:

e SP-NS:

e SP-NB:

o T-VI

e T-EDI/NS:

e T-EDI/NB:

o T-EDI/VI:

Commented [Int37]: See next comment

5.09x10°® pg/L to 1.68x107 pg/L (station WO35 in Swan Island
Lagoon);

4.91x10® J pg/L to 1.49x107 pg/L (station WO35 in Swan Island
Lagoon);

1.13x10°® J pg/L to 6.57x10°® J pg/L (station WO23E at RM 11E) ;L//{

2.38x10°® J pg/L to 6.73x10°8 J pg/L (station WO027 in Multnomah
Channel);

1.65x108 J pg/L to 6.82x10°® pg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and

Not sampled. «7**‘[ Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5", No bullets or numbering

excludes 2006 High Flow event.

Commented [Integral38]: Data summary as presented

)

Formatted: Body Text, Indent: Left: 0", Tab stops: 1", Left
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+ 1.88", Left

5.45.3  Spatial Distribution of PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ

There are no ODEQ AWQC for total PCDD/F. None of the sample results exceed the
MCL for TCDD TEQ (3x10°® pg/L) or the ODEQ chronic AWQC for aquatic life
(3.8x10%* ug/L). All the sample results exceed the ODEQ TCDD WQC for human
health (5.1x1071° pg/L) by one to three orders of magnitude. However, this value is
significantly lower than analytical detection limits. The majority of the highest total
concentrations (>1x107 ug/L) were associated with both transect and single-point
samples collected predominantly during low flow and storm water-induced flow

conditions.

|

\\ Commented [KK39]: Retain this statement.
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The highest concentrations were collected at the following stations during low flow ) Commented [Integral40]: Need clarification of whether list is
events: N for Total PCDD/F or TCDD TEQ. Location list has not been
. \ checked.
/C ted [KK41R40]: | think thi for total PCDD/F,
e WO0O05 (transect at RM 3.9), bt?tniggergl svill[check on wfilether It?ﬂs isligyzsithoerr gra;)oth total
\ PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ.

e WO011 (transect at RM 6.3),

¢ WO013 (RM 6.9E), and

e WO015 (RM 6.9W)
and during the storm water-influenced flow event at the following stations:

o WO0O05 (transect at RM 3.9),

e WO023 (RM 11E),

e WO027 (transect in Multnomah Channel),

e WO032 (RM 6.9E),

e WO033 (RM 7.0W), and

e WO035 (Swan Island Lagoon).
The only sample with a relatively high concentration collected during high flow events
was in Swan Island Lagoon.

5.4.6 Total [DDX‘ in Surface Water ﬂ Commented [Integral42]: All other summed parameters have
R . N retained ‘Total_’ in name; unclear why this change has been made.

DDx data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are \_ | Propose changing to Total DDx throughout )
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are ICOnjmentt_ed [KK43R42]: OK to have total precede DDX to be
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d and 5.4-11a-d. All DDx surface consteenavitlermmologyjusedinelRIlTenors

water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-15 by sample event and sample ID
number.

Dissolved and particulate DDx concentrations in surface water XAD columns and
filters and DDx concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar
graphs by flow event on Figure 5.4-20 and by river mile/channel position on Figure 5.4-
21.

DDx concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate are presented on
Figure 5.4-22. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points
collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
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Figures 5.4-23a-b present a scatter plot of all DDx surface water data. Note the symbols
and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow
conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow.)

5.4.6.1 DDx Data
DDx contaminants were analyzed by EPA method 8081A in 79-84 of the total 463-180
peristaltic samples collected; 594 SP-NB samples, ten-16 SP-NS samples, rine-eight
SP-VI samples, twe-TF-NB-samples--and feur-one T-NS samples. High-volume surface
water samples (XAD samples) were analyzed for DDx contaminants by AXYS Method
MLA-028 (Rev 1 or 2)| in 88-93 of the total £23-121 XAD samples collected; 24-26 SP- Commented [RRL44]: intemal EPAComment Specify more
NB samples, aine-11SP-NS samples, 12 T-NB samples, 12 T-NS samples, and 332 T- et lEbouihelmetio
VI samples.

DDx contaminants were not detected in the majority of the peristaltic samples (552 of
7984 nondetect samples) with detection limits ranging from 0.000472 to 0.00156 pg/L.
Most of the detection limits are less than the chronic Oregon water quality criterion for ~—{ commented [Int45]: Screen against Oregon criteriaonly. |
aquatic life (0.001 pg/L for 4,4'-DDT); only five of the non-detect samples exceed | Commented [KK46R45]: Agreed. )
0.001 pg/L.

DDx contaminants were detected in all but one (LW3-W3023-M-F) of the XAD
samples (column sample or filter sample).

5.4.6.2 DDx Relationships to River Flow Conditions

DDx concentrations are subsequently listed as measured in the peristaltic samples or
calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter)
concentrations. DDx concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions
ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB:  0.000007634.92 x 10° J pg/L to 0.0187 J ug/L (station WOO1 at
RM 2.0E)

e SP-NS: Not sampled

o SP-VI: NetsampledAll samples non-detect peristaltic samples.

e T-NB:  0.00002996.86 x 10 J pg/L to 0.000546 J pg/L (station WOO5 at
RM 3.9)

e T-NS: 6.02 x 10° 0-0000166-J pg/L to 0.0005 J pg/L (station WO027 at
Multnomah Channel)

Commented [Integral47]: The minimum values that have

\/l- -5 }9_9999}94_ i been replaced appear to be for the filter fraction only, not the sum of
e T-VE [4'28 x 10 . J I‘lg/L 10 0.000322 J ng/L (Statlon WOZSﬂ q C+F. Itis not consistent to combine/compare peristaltic total values
at RM ZW) with XAD sub-fractions. This comment applies to following HF and

N\ Sl sections.

( commented [KK48R47]: Agreed that it should be column plus
filter.
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DDx concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow conditions
ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB: 0.0001016469 J pg/L to 0.0047 J pg/L (station W037 at RM 9.6W)

e SP-NS: 0.6600493-0000767 J pg/L to 0.00256 J pg/L (stations W03829 at
RM 4-4\W9,9E and station W036 at RM 8.6 W)

e SP-VI: Not sampled

e T-NB:  0.0000920378 J pg/L to 0.000201 J pg/L (station WO11 at RM 6.3)

o T-NS:  0.06000786-00000580 J ug/L to 0.0001529 J ug/L (stationW03%4 —{ Commented [integralag]: Wos1 is nota ransect

WO027 in Multnomah Channelat-RM-6-1\W/) [Commented [KK50R49]: Agreed.

o T-VI 0.000163 J pg/L to 0.000184 J ug/L (station W025 W at RM 2\A/)

DDx concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows
(the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB:  0.006419-00018 J pg/L to 0.00205 J pg/L (station W037 at RM
9.6W)

e SP-NS: 0.0001705 J pg/L to 0.00096 J pg/L (station W029 at RM 4.4W)

e SP-VI: Not sampled

e T-NB: 0.00043-000375 J pg/L to 0.000578 J pg/L (station W005 at RM
3.9)

e T-NS: 0.666424-000346 J pg/L to 0.000535J pg/L (station WOO5 at RM
3.9)

o T-VI 0.6600296-00016 J pg/L to 0.000618 J pg/L (station W005 at RM
3.9W023-at RMHLLE)

With the exception of the highest total DDx concentrations that were measured at RM
6.9 and 7.2 and a single high concentration measured at RM 2 (March 2005), the range
of total DDx concentrations detected was fairly consistent. Total DDx concentrations in
surface water transect stations (Figure 5.4-23a-b) were generally higher in high flow
samples than in those associated with the low flow and storm water-influenced samples.

5.4.6.3 DDx Spatial Distribution

Results from twenty sample stations exceeded the chronic Oregon water quality
criterion for aquatic life (0.001 pg/L for 4,4-DDT) by a factor of 1 to 19.

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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The highest concentrations (>0.003 pg/L) were collected at the following stations
during low flow events:

e WO001 (RM 2.0E),
e WO015 (RM 6.9W) on three dates, and
e WO016 (RM 7.2W),
and during the storm water-influenced flow event at stations:
e WO030 (RM 5.5E), and
e WO037 (RM 9.6W).

The highest XAD concentrations were measured in single-point samples collected
during low flow conditions near the middle of the Study Area at RM 6.9 (station W015;
0.00359 to 0.00766 pg/L) and RM 7.2 (station W016; 0.00124 J to 0.00976 pg/L).
Excluding these higher concentrations, the overall range of observed concentrations
across the Study Area and upstream to RM 16 was fairly consistent. High flow transect
samples showed upstream concentrations that were greater than low flow and
stormwater influenced concentrations in the study area (Figure 5.4-22). The storm
water-influenced and low flow sample increased between rivermiles 11 and 6; and
decreased downstream, in-thi i

Commented [Integral51]: Delete, not appropriate for section

Commented [Integral52]: The following internal EPA
comment suggests EPA review was not completed or this bubble
was left in inadvertently. Clarification from EPA needed

5.4.854.7 Total PAHSs in Surface Water

PAH data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single point samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All PAH surface
water samples are presented in Table 5.4-16 by sample event and sample 1D number.

Dissolved and particulate PAH concentrations in surface water XAD columns and
filters and PAH concentrations from the peristaltic pump samples are presented in
stacked bar graphs by flow event in Figures 5.4-24 and by river mile/channel position in
Figures 5.4-25.

PAH concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate are presented in
Figure 5.4-26. The values presented in this figure are averages of all measurements
collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

Figure 5.4-27 presents a scatter plot of all PAH surface water data. Note the symbols
and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow
conditions of the sampling event—Ilow flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow}.

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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Commented [EACC53]: Internal EPA Comment
Discrepancies:

[This is not necessarily a complete set of discrepancies of the same
nature; they are just those noticed in passing — a complete analysis
for these types of discrepancies has not been performed.]

1. We don’t have any data for WO24 (mile 16) in the database.

2. Map 5.3-1a lists WO38 at mile 9.9 (placing it on the E side of the
river). The database we have lists it at mile 11E.

3. Map 5.3-1a plots WO38 as a green triangle, corresponding to
XAD SP (according to the legend). Our database lists WO38 as
Peristaltic SP.

4. The total PAH measured by XAD (C+F) and Peristaltic are highly
discrepant. For the 61 cases testable in our database, 29 are
discrepant by more than a factor 2 --- i.e. if both are detects (13
cases), the concentrations differ by mor)e than a factor of 2; if one is
a non-detect, the other a detect (16 cases), then the detect exceeds
the DL of the non-detect by a factor more than 2. It is possible some
of this discrepancy may be an artefact of the method of summing
across the multiple PAH (i.e. treatment of non-detects).

5. In view of the discrepancy above, any conclusions based on
trends is suspect.

6. Moreover, the apparent trends downriver seen in the XAD (C+F)
and Peristaltic measurements are different in some cases, so that
conclusions based on one or the other are suspect.

7. the database contains XAD - C, XAD - F, and XAD - C&F, but
the last is not necessarily equal to the sum of the first two, with the
discrepancy larger than can be accounted for by simple rounding of
the data. This discrepancy may be explicable by the methodology
used to sum across PAH (e.g. treatment of non-detects). For this
section the XAD — C&F total has been replaced by the sum of XAD
—Cand XAD -F.
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54.8-45.4.7.1 Total PAH IDatd Commented [EACC54]: fiitéfnal EPA/Comment
PAHSs were analyzed by HRGC/LRMS in 151-174 of the 462-180 pemtame)sample zz—)r;;:tﬁ:rc:ssirl%z;ﬂgz:f;s;f;aluc A XAD (CF) measuremens
eventssamples;® 61-83 SP-NB, 1226 SP-NS, 9.8 SB-VI, 1912 T-NB, 2012 T-NS,and {commented [EACC5S)]: [ternal EPA Comment
3133 T-VI samples. High-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) were Here, for both counts, “sample” may include replicates —a sample
analyzed by HRGC/HRMS in 68-85 of the total 114-121 XAD samples; 14-22 SP-NB, e S B L.
57 SP-NS, 9-12 T-NB, 9-12 T-NS, and 3132 T-VI samples. the (old) Table 5.4-1.
Commented [Integral56]: Sample counts for this, and all
PAHSs were detected in over half of the peristaltic samples (88-101 of 151-174 samples) Lz, (IEV7 £6m QYA s meviszsl, (el eses, eyl Gl
A B . N represent the summed total of normal samples and field replicates.
with detection limits for the non-detects ranging from 0.0065 to 0.043 pg/L. PAHs Field replicates included for transparency and consistency.
were detected in all the XAD samples (column sample or filter sample or bothb. The B i o )
= B = = ew definition of sample events in this section; inconsistent with
detection limits in non-detect peristaltic samples were well below the MCL for previous sections which described total samples; sampling events
benzo(a)pyrene (0.2 pg/L).—The highest detected PAH value of 7.4 pg/L (station W031 g;fgpegd”fm"“y i S Ias SIS R 1D SN 2 i e
at RM 6.1) is well below the Oregon-specific water quality guidance for freshwater [ . . — | ]
aquatic life the only two PAH for which there is any such guidance (acenaphthene: 520 OGS [EORETL o R AV e -
ug“—; and naphthalene: 620 Hg/L)- Commented [Int58]: Delete screens to non-Oregon criteria ]

Detected PAH concentrations are subsequently listed as measured in the peristaltic
samples or calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD
filter) concentrations.

54.8.25.4.7.2 PAH Relationships to River Flow Conditions

Detected PAH concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged
as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB: 0.0624-0026 J pg/L to 2.5 pg/L (station W012 at RM 6.3W)

e SP-NS: Not sampled

e SP-VI: 0.042-.0049 ] pg/L to 0.069-0413 J ug/L (station W020 at RM
9.1 (Swan Island Lagoon))

e T-NB: 0.623-0045J pg/L to 0.20661) pg/L (station WO005 at RM
3.9Wo2FatRM-Multremah-Channel)

e T-NS: 0-6420.0061J pg/L to 6:6950J pg/L (station W027 at RM
Multnomah Channel)

o T-VI 0.662-0039 J pg/L to 0.099-065J pg/L (station WO11-W023 at
RM 6.311)

6 Sample events could involve replicate samples, and for XAD sampling the column and filter samples together are
counted as one sample. These counts are strictly of sample events, and the values listed here are with replicates
averaged together.

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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PAH concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow conditions
ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB: 0.0666-0059 J pg/L to 0.898-045J) pg/L (Station WW029-W033at
RM 4:.4\W7.0W)

e SP-NS: 0.0646-0061 J pg/L to 0.2-0507 J pg/L (Station \W029-W033at
RM 4:4W7.0W)

e SP-VI: Not sampled

e T-NB: 0.0124-0041] pug/L to 6-120.029 J ug/L (Station WO33)W005 at RM _—{ commented [Integral59]: W033 s not a transect.

7.0W3.9)

e T-NS: 0.001929 J pg/L to 0.097-0389J pg/L (Station W33 W005 at RM
7.0W3.9)

e T-VI: 0.804-00279 J pg/L to 0.898-022J pg/L (Station W025 E at RM 2\A/)

PAH concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows
(the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB: 0.0053-00104 J pg/L to 0.0817.4 J pg/L (Station W036- W031 at
RM 8.6W6.1W)

e SP-NS: 0.0037-0047 J pg/L to 0.31-27 J pg/L (Station W036 at RM
8.6W)

e SP-VI: Not sampled

e T-NB: 0.00846 J ug/L to 7-40.023 ug/L (Station WO31\W005 at RM ~—{ commented [Integral60]: W031 is not a ransect
6-1W3.9)

o T-NS: 0.0045-0064 J pg/L to 0.46-.021 J ug/L (Station WO35\W005at RM 8.5 —{ commented [integral61]: W03 is not a transect
(Swan-lsland-Lageon)3.9)

e T-VI: 0.60087-0056 J pg/L to 0.882-059 J pg/L (Station WO23-W005 at RM
11M3.9)

PAH concentrations were generally higher in low flow samples as compared to the high
flow and storm water-influenced flow samples, suggesting that inflow concentrations at

high flow rates overwhelm local effects and dilute the PAH concentrations (Figure 5.4-

24). For all but storm water events the transect samples (Figure 5.4-26) show slightly Commented [EACCG2]. SIRNSESESHMNEN
. - — . Figure 5.3-87 (now 5.4-27) does not specify what data were used to
increased concentrations between the RM 11 and RM 16 transects), indicating there construct it. It appears to be based on XAD (C+F) data only, and
H H i should require T-VI data. But Figure 5.3-87 shows data points at
may be inputs of PAHSs to the system in this reach. Some events, three of the four low Miles 3 and 4 although thers are o T-V1 data ot miles 3 and 4 it our
database.

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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flow sampling events (November 2004, July 2005, and September 2006), one high flow
event (January 2006), and the storm water event (November 2006), show increases in
concentrations between RM 11 and RM 6. However, the March 2005 low flow event
did not show this same trend. Two of the low flow events (July 2005 and September
2006), the stormwater events (November 2006), and one of the high flow events
(February 2007) show increasing concentrations between between RM 6 and RM 4.

5.4.8.35.4.7.3 Spatial ‘DiStl’ibUtiOl’l‘ of PAHs //[ Commented [EACC63]: [nternal EPA'Comment This section

Elevated sample concentrations for total PAHs were recorded at the following stations: e e el s
e W00O31 (RM 6.1W) 7.4 pg/L (February 2007, high flow)
o WO0012 (RM 6.3W) 2.5 pg/L (July 2005, low flow)
e W0012 (RM 6.3W) 1.3 ug/L (November 2004, low flow)
e W00O21 (RM 8.7 in Swan Island Lagoon) 0-3%.288 ug/L (July 2005, low flow)
e W00O36 (RM 8.6W) 0.31-27 ug/L (February 2007, high flow)
e WO00O15 (RM 6.9W) 0.2314 pg/L (July 2005, low flow)

All but the last of these were measured in Persistaltic samples. The first three appear to

be outliers on the distribution of Peristaltic samples. All measured concentrations are Commented [EACC64]: _Internal EPA'Comment A formal test
below the two ODEQ guidance values for freshwater aquatic life (acenaphthene: 520 ) T b A 2016

pg/L, and naphthalene: 620 pg/L).

5.4.8 BEHP in Surface Water

BEHP data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All BEHP
surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-17 by sample event and sample
ID number.

Dissolved and particulate BEHP concentrations in surface water XAD columns and
filters and BEHP concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar
graphs by flow event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-28 and 5.4-29,
respectively.

BEHP concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate are presented on
Figure 5.4-30. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points
collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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Figure 5.4-31 presents a scatter plot of all BEHP surface water data. Note the symbols
and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow
conditions of the sampling event—Ilow flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow.

5438.1 BEHP Data

BEHP was analyzed by EPA methods 8270C or 525.2 in aH-174 of the total £63-180 Commented [RRL65]: [iteiallEPAComment Based on
peristaltic samples collected; 66-83 SP-NB samples, 12-26 SP-NS samples, rire-eight ;;Te'g'gjh"egﬁ‘ﬁasi’:;{’;?ﬁg";}g‘igg;’mg;”{r'ggS;,V’”g;gs"gﬁ‘eiﬂeme
SP-VI samples, 22-12 T-NB samples, 22-12 T-NS samples, and 32-33 T-VI samples. indicated river mile for W038 in the spreadsheet (L1 in the
BEHP was analyzed in high-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) by AXYS e e e e e e Bt
Method MLA-027 Rev 01 in 24 of the total 123-121 XAD samples collected; 15 SP-NB database?

samples and nine T-VI samples. Commented [RRL66]: [itenal EPA/COmMment What type of

analysis is this?

BEHP was not detected in the majority of the peristaltic samples (1458 of 163-174

samples) with detection limits ranging from 0.098 to 4.1 pg/L. | Commented [KK67]: Retain this language.

S—

| discussed on 7/8.

Detections of BEHP were limited to 15 samples collected during the Round 3A

\‘{ Commented [Integral68]: Inappropriate screening as

sampling event at the following stations: Commented [KK69R68]: Agreed.

A )

e WO005 (T-NS and T-NB; RM 3.9),

e WO11 (T-NB; RM 6.3),

e WO023 (T-VI; RM 11 M),

e WO024 (T-NB; RM 16),

e WO025 (T-VI; RM 2E and 2W),

e W027 (T-NB; Multnomah Channel),

e W029 (SP-NB; RM 4.4W),

e WO032 (SP-NB; RM 6.79E),

e WO033 (SPF-NS; RM 7.0W), and

e WO036 (SP-NS; RM 8.6W).
Detected BEHP concentrations in peristaltic samples ranged from 0.7 pg/L to 6.8 J
pg/L. During low flow conditions, BEHP was detected in four samples at
concentrations ranging from 0.7 pg/L to 1.5 pg/L (T-VI sample; station W025 Eat RM
2E). During storm water-influenced flow conditions, BEHP was detected in one T-NB
sample at a concentration of 6.8 J pg/L (station WO005 at RM 3.9). During high flow
conditions, BEHP was detected in 116 samples at concentrations ranging from 0.98 J

Mg/L to 3.5 J pg/L (SP-NB sample; station W032 at RM 6.97E).

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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BEHP concentrations, calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and
particulate (XAD filter) concentrations, were detected in nine of 24 samples, all
collected during low flow conditions. BEHP concentrations in these samples ranged as
follows:

e SP-NB: 0.0078 J pg/L to 0.033 pg/L (station WO15 at RM 6.9W);
o T-VI 0.0091 J pg/L to 0.023 J pg/L (station W023E at RM 11); and
e SP-NS, SP-VI, T-NS, T-NB: No detects.

5.4.8.2 BEHP Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Detected BEHP concentrations and frequencies were relatively consistent regardless of
flow rate. The frequency of detection was 5% for low flow event peristaltic sampling
results; 24% for high flow event peristaltic sampling results; 3% for storm water flow
peristaltic sampling events, and 38% for low flow event XAD sampling results.

Detected BEHP concentrations in low flow peristaltic samples ranged from 0.7 to 1.5
Mg/L (station WO025 E at RM 2E) in September 2006. Detected BEHP concentrations in
high flow peristaltic samples ranged from 0.98 J to 3.5 J pg/L (station W032 at RM
6.9E) in February 2007. BEHP was detected in only one of 37 storm water-influenced
flow samples at a concentration of 6.8 J pg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9) in November
2006.

Detected BEHP concentrations in low flow XAD samples ranged from 0.0078 J pg/L to
0.033 pg/L (station WO015 at RM 6.9W).

5.4.8.3 Spatial Distribution of BEHP

|One sample result exceeds the MCL for BEHP (6 pg/L). WI the detected peristaltic and { commented [KK70]: Retain this language.

three detected XAD samples exceed the ODEQ human health criteria of 0.2 pg/L.The
highest concentrations (>3 pg/L) were collected at the following stations:

e WO005 (RM 3.9),
e WO032 (RM 6.9E).

The next highest concentrations (>1.5 pg/L but <3 pg/L) were collected at the following
stations during high flow conditions:

e WO036 (RM 8.6W),
e WO011 (RM 6.3),

e WO024 (RM 16),

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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e WO029 (RM 4.4W), and
e WO025 (RM 2E).

5.4.9 Total Chlordanes in Surface Water

Total chlordanes data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples
are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples
are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All
chlordanes surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-18 by sample event
and sample ID number.

Total chlordanes concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters as well as
concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow
low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow events and by river mile/channel
position on Figures 5.4-32 and 5.4-33, respectively.

Total chlordane concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is
presented on Figure 5.4-34. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all
data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

Figure 5.4-35 presents a scatter plot of total chlordane surface water data. Note the
symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow
conditions of the sampling event—Ilow flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.49.1 Total Chlordanes Data

Total chlordanes were analyzed by EPA Method 8081A for all of the 78-84 of 180
peristaltic samples collected. High-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) were
analyzed for total chlordanes by the AXY'S method for pesticides for each-efthe 7693
of 121 XAD samples collected.

Chlordanes were not detected in the majority of the peristaltic samples (748 of 7884
nondetect samples) with total chlordane concentrations ranging from 0.6646-00029
Mg/L to 0.00291 pg/L and detection limits for undetected results ranging from 0.6024
000472 to 0.86047-0024 pg/L. Total chlordanes were detected in all 93 XAD column
(dissolved) samples with detected concentrations ranging from 0-000014 6.72 x 106
ug/L to 5.57 x 105 0.00024-ug/L. Total chlordanes were detected in XAD samples at
concentrations ranging from 7.32 x 10 to 2.41 x 10 pg/L . All of these detected and
undetected results are below the acute (2.4 pg/L) and chronic (0.0043 pg/L) Oregon
water quality criteria for aquatic life as well as the MCL (2 ug/L). All of the peristaltic ~—{ commented [Int71]: Screen to ODEQ values only )
detected and undetected results are greater than the Oregon water quality criterion for { commented [KK72R71]: Retain. ODEQ also includes MCLs |
human health (0.000081 pg/L) that is protective of drinking water plus the consumption

of organisms. The majority of Z6-the XAD samples, calculated as the sum of the XAD

column and XAD filter, are less than this criterion; only five-six sample results exceed

the criterion, with concentrations ranging from 0.000083 pg/L to 0.00024 pg/L. These

results suggest that the XAD samples analyzed using the AXYS method for pesticides

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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achieved sufficiently low detection limits to determine that total chlordanes are below
applicable human health and ecological criteria in the majority of samples,

——

Commented [Integral73]: Propose delete source statmentt

)

5.4.9.2 Total Chlordanes Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Detected total chlordanes concentrations were relatively consistent, with concentrations
slightly higher during high flow conditions. A total of twelve samples (six peristaltic,
six XAD) exceed the ODEQ human health criterion of 8.1 x 10”° pg/L. Of the samples
that exceed the criterion and eight are from the high flow events conducted in February
and March 2007, and there are two each from low flow and stormwater influenced
events..

Detected total chlordane concentrations in samples collected during low-flow

conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):
e SP-NB:1.73 x 10 t0 0.0021 pg/L (station W002, RM 2W)
e SP-NS: Not Sampled
e SP-VI: Not detected.
e Transect-NB: 2.23 x 10 t0 5.88 x 10”° pg/L (station W005, RM 3.9)

e Transect-NS: 2.27 x 107 to 4.48 x 10 pg/L (station W027 in Multnomah
Channel)

e Transect-VI: 1.34 x 10 to 3.70 x 10 pg/L (station W011, RM 6.3)

Detected total chlordane concentrations in samples collected during high-flow
conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB: 4.46 x 10 to 0.0006 ug/L(station W030, RM 5.5E)

e SP-NS:4.77 x 10° t0 0.00051 ug/L (station W030, RM 5.5E)

e SP-VI: Not sampled.

e Transect-NB: 4.83 x 10 t0 9.43 x 10 pug/L (station W005, RM 3.9)
e Transect-NS: 3.84 x 105 t0 9.07 x 10 pg/L (station W005, RM 3.9)
e Transect-VI: 3.36 x 10°t0 9.11 x 10 pg/L (station W023 E, RM 11)

Detected total chlordane concentrations in samples collected during stormwater
influenced conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB:9.98x 10 t0 3.61 x 10 pg/L (station W033, RM 7W)

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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e SP-NS: 7.32 x 10°® to 0.0016 pg/L (station W036, RM 8.6W)
e SP-VI: Not sampled.

e Transect-NB: 2.12 x 10°° to 3.66 x 105 ug/L (station W027 in Multnomah
Channel)

e Transect-NS: 1.66 x 105 to 3.76 x 10 pg/L (station W027 in Multnomah
Channel)

e Transect-VI: 1.34 x 105 t0 2.14 x 10 pg/L (station W023 E at RM 11).

5.4.9.3 Spatial Distribution of Total Chlordanes
None of the sample results exceed the 2 pg/L drinking water MCL for total chlordanes,

or the ODEQ ecological acute (2.4 pg/L) or chronic (0.0043 ug/L) criteria for the { commented [KK75]: Retain this language.

protection of aquatic life. Each of the four detected concentrations from peristaltic
samples exceed the ODEQ WQC for human health (0.000081 pg/L). Detection limits
were higher for the peristalitic samples than the XAD samples. The samples with
concentrations greater than the human health criterion were collected at the following
stations:

e W002 (RM 2.2W),
e W029 4.4W, and
« WO0305.5E, NS and NB.

The sample from station W002 was collected during the low flow event conducted in
July 2005 and the samples from stations W029 and WO030 were collected during the
high flow event conducted in March 2007.

Lower detection limits were achieved for the XAD samples. Total chlordanes were
detected in each of the 76 XAD samples with concentrations in five samples slightly
exceeding the AWQC for human health (0.000081 pg/L). The samples were collected at
the following stations:

o WO005 (RM 3.9) (two samples),
e WO015 (RM 6.9W),
e WO023E (RM 11E) and

e WO031 (RM 6.1W),

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
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The sample from station W015 was collected during low flow conditions in November
2004; the samples from stations WO015 and W023 were collected during high flow
conditions in March 2007. The sample from station WO031 was collected during high
flow conditions in February 2007. The low detection limits for the XAD samples and
the low frequency of exceedance of the human health AWQC criterion suggest that
specific inputs of total chlordanes do not exist in the Study Area. .

5.4.10 Aldrin In Surface N\/ater\ ___—| Commented [EACC76]: Internal EPA Comment
Discrepancies

Aldrin data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are 1. The database has 4 WO13 entries, 3 listed at RM 6.7, one at 6.9E.

. . . . Two of those listed at 6.7 are given as SP-NB-1 XAD and SP-NB-2
summar!zed by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single point samples are XAD, one as SP-NB-2 Peristaltic, and the one at 6.9 as Peristaltic
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All aldrin SP-NB-1. Map 5.3-1a lists/plots WO13 at 6.9E, but as XAD SP.

. For this evaluation the 4 entries are treated as distinct (although they

surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-19 by sample event and sample el i e e,
ID number.

Dissolved and particulate aldrin concentrations in surface water XAD columns and
filters and aldrin concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar
graphs by flow event type on Figures 5.4-36 and by river mile/channel position on
Figures 5.4-37.

Aldrin concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is presented on
Figures 5.4-38. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points
collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

Figure 5.4-39 presents a scatter plot of all aldrin surface water data. Note the symbols
and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow
conditions of the sampling event—Ilow flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.10.1 Aldrin Data

Aldrin was measured by EPA method 8081A in 79-84 of the total 162-180 peristaltic /[ Commented [EACC77]: [téral EPA Comment J
sample events;’ 5459 SP-NB, 10-16 SP-NS, 9-8 SB-VI, 20T-NB, and 4-1 T-NS But see Discrepancy comment 1 above.

samples. High-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) were analyzed by
HRGC/HRMS in-8893 of the total 123-121 XAD samples collected; 24-26 SP-NB, 9-11
SP-NS, 12 T-NB, 12 T-NS, and 3132 T-VI samples.

| Commented [EACC78]: Internal EPA Comment

Here, for both counts, “sample” may include replicates —a sample
event may involve taking sample + replicate, and replicates have
been averaged for the sample count. The sample event count is from
the (old) Table 5.4-1.

. . - . : : : Commented [Int79]: As noted in Integral46, samples counts
With one exception, Aldrin was hot detected in any of the peristaltic samples, with B T R STy e e }

detection limits ranging from 0.000057 to 0.0058 pg/L; all but 4-3 of these detection { J

L. ; Commented [KK80]: Use “not detected” rather than

limits were less than 0.001 pg/L. The single detect was a SP-NB measurement of “undetected” globally throughout document as agreed 8/4.

0.0052 pg/L at WO36-W030 (RM 5.5E) during high flow. Sinee-Tthis was 319 times

the highest detect in the XAD data (discussed below), and the non-detect SP-NS sample

at the same location and time had the (higher) detection level of 0.0058 pg/L. For /{ Commented [Integral81]: Unclear why this single point is J
comparison, the ODEQ water quality criterion for human health is 0.000005 pg/L,}- excluded or suspect.
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Aldrin concentrations, calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and
particulate (XAD filter) concentrations,® jwere detected in 76-81 of the 88-93 samples,

//[ Commented [Integral82]: Footnote moved to section 5.4-1 ]

with detection limits in the non-detects ranging from 0.000000613 to 0.0000062186
ug/L.

5.4.10.2 Aldrin Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Detected aldrin concentrations in samples collected during low-flow conditions ranged
as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB:  0.00000031J ug/L to 0.0000163 J pg/L (station WO15 at RM
6.9W)

e SP-NS: Not sampled

e SP-VI: Not sampled

e T-NB: 0.00000439 J pg/L to 0.00000662 J pg/L (station WOO05 at RM
3.9)

e T-NS: 0.000001791 J pg/L to 0.0000046 J pg/L (station WO27 at
Multnomah Channel)

e T-VI 0.000000296 J pg/L to 0.00000409 J pg/L (station WO25E at RM
2E)

Detected aldrin concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow
conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB: 0.00000141 J pg/L to 0.000003676 J pg/L (station W0313 at RM

6.17.0W)

e SP-NS: 0.000000635 J pg/L to 0.00000484 J pg/L (station WO033 at RM
7.0W)

e SP-VI: Not sampled

e T-NB: 0.00000201 J pg/L to 0.00000575 J pg/L (station WO027 at

Multnomah Channel)

e T-NS: 0.00000204 J pg/L to 0.00000263 J pg/L (station WO027 at
Multnomah Channel)

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
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o T-VI: 0.0000011 J pg/L to 0.00000326 J pg/L (station W025 W at RM
2W)

Detected aldrin concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged
as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

e SP-NB:  0.000000514 J pg/L to -0.00000304-00000407 J pg/L (station _—{ commented [integral83]: Excludes peristaltic detect

W03§9 at RM 5%57.0W) \ Commented [KK84R83]: Include peristaltic detect.

e SP-NS: 0.66006245-00000216 J pg/L to 0.00000352 J pg/L (station W035
at RM 8.5 in Swan Island Lagoon)

)

o SP-VI: Not sampled
e T-NB: 0.00000281J pg/L to 0.00000475 J pg/L (station W027 at
Multnomah Channel)
e T-NS: 0.00000257 J pg/L to 0.000004 J pg/L (station WOO5 at RM 3.9)
o T-VI 0.00000124 J pg/L to 0.00000599 J pg/L (station W025 M at RM
2M)
Average-Aaldrin lconcentrations were slightly lower in the low flow than in the high _—{ commented [Integral85]: Were averages calculated?
flow XAD samples. Comparison with stormwater influenced samples is difficult due to {
the high frequency of non-detects.

Commented [KK86R85]: Averages were calculated by Integral
in 2011 Draft RI. Integral will check this statement for accuracy.

|

Concentration trends along the river were examined by using T-VI XAD samples, either
single samples (November 2004, March 2005, July 2005, January 2006, January 2007,
March 2007) or averages of East, West, and Middle samples (September 2006,
November 2006). Low flow samples are consistent in showing a decreasing
concentration trend between RM 6 and 1 in the three events with suitable samples
(November 2004, March 2005, July 2005), consistent with no sources in this range.
The high flow event of January 2006 and the storm water event of November 2006
indicate an increasing concentration between RM 3 and RM 1. One low flow event
(September 2006) and one high flow event (January 2007) showed an increase in
concentration between RM 11 and RM 2, suggesting sources within that range, while a
second high flow event (March 2007) showed a decrease in concentration.

5.4.10.2 Spatial Distribution of Aldrin
Five detected XAD samples exceeded the ODEQ criterion for human health (water +
organisms) of 0.000005 pg/L:
e WO011 (RM 6.3 T-NB)

e WO027 (Multnomah Channel T-NB)
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e WO025 (RM 2M T-VI)
e WO005 (RM 3.9 T-NB)
e WO15 (RM 6.9W SP-NB)

The highest XAD concentration measurement of 0.0000163 pg/L was in a SP-NB
measurement at W015 (RM 6.9W) but the nearest available measurements in W032 and
W033 and downriver in W011 do not suggest an area of elevated concentrations.

5.4.11 Dieldrin in Surface Water

Dieldrin data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-11. Single-point samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All dieldrin
surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-20 by sample event and sample
ID number.

Dieldrin concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters and dieldrin
concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow
event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-40 and 5.4-41.

Dieldrin concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is presented
on Figure 5.4-42. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points
collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

Figure 5.4-43 presents a scatter plot of all dieldrin surface water data. Note the symbols
and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow
conditions of the sampling event—Ilow flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.11.1 Dieldrin Data

Dieldrin was measured by EPA method 8081A in 84 of the total 180 peristaltic sample <« ——{ Formatted: Body Text, Indent: Left: 0", Space After: O pt

events; © 59 SP-NB, 16 SP-NS, 8 SB-VI, 0T-NB, and 1 T-NS samples. High-volume

surface water samples (XAD samples) were analyzed by HRGC/HRMS in 93 of the
total 121 XAD samples collected; 26 SP-NB, 11 SP-NS, 12 T-NB, 12 T-NS, and 32 T-
VI samples.

The range of detected concentrations in the 3 SP-NB peristaltic samples in which
dieldrin was detected was 0.0010 to 0.0012 ug/L (maximum value during high flow at
both W036, RM 8.6, February 2007 and W028, RM 3.6E, March 2007).

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
document in order for LWG to finalize the RI. The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document
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Dieldrin concentrations, calculated as the sum of the XAD column and XAD filter
concentrations, ranged from 0.0000167 to 0.000384 pg/L. The range of dieldrin
concentrations measured under all flow conditions, by XAD sample type, are presented
below.

e SP-NB:  0.0000227 to 0.0001362-00019 J pg/L (High Flow, station W033 at
RM 7.0W)

+—SP-NS: 0.0000319 J to 0.0001298 J pg/L(High Flow, station WO033 at RM

e T-NB: 0.0000306 J to 0.0001577 pg/L (High Flow, station \W005 at RM

e T-NS: 0.00000322 J to 0.0001593 J pg/L (High Flow, station WO005 at RIM

o T-VI 0.00001673 J to 0.0003837 J pg/L_(High Flow, station WO005 at RM

39)

Commented [Integral89]: These summary bullets are not
consistent with previous sections. Appears to be unnecessary
considering the addition of the, more detailed bullets that follow.
Propose deleting this list.

5.4.11.2 Dieldrin Relationships to River Flow Conditions

Where detected, dieldrin concentrations were relatively consistent in both low flow and [ Commented [KK90R89]: OK

high flow samples, and were also relatively similar across sample types. The range of

dieldrin concentrations by XAD-sample type are presented below. ___{ commented [Integral91]: Peristaltic data, N=3, is excluded.

[ Commented [KK92R91]: Include peristaltic data.

Dieldrin concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as
follows:}

e SP-NB: 0.0000227 to 0.0000625 ng/L ([\NO]_S at RM 6.9W, November 2004L/[ dCt::mmented [Integral93]: Previous sections did not include
ate.

|

)

e SP-NS: Not Sampled /[ Formatted: (none)
e SP-VI: Not Sampled.
e T-NB: 0.00003481 J to 0.00004866 J pg/L (WOO05 at RM 3.5, September
2006)
e T-NS: 0.0000353 J to 0.00004703 J pg/L (W005 at RM 3.5, September
2006)
o T-VI 0.00001673 J to 0.00004615 J pg/L (W023 W at RM 11, September
2006)

Dieldrin concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as
follows:
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e SP-NB:  0.0001096 J to 0.0664362-00019 J pg/L (station WO033 at RM
7.0WWO31-atRM-6-1W, February 2007)

e SP-NS: 0.0001085 J to 0.6664298-00018J pug/L (station WO033 at RM 7.0W,

~ February 2007)(W031-at RM-6.1\W. February 2007 _{ Formatted: (none)

e SP-VI: Not Sampled

e T-NB: NB-0.000099 to 0.0001577 pg/L (W027 at Multnomah Channel ,
February 2007)

e T-NS: NB-0.000071 to 0.0001593 J pg/L (W005 at RM 3.9, March 2007)

e T-VI 0.00005%-000085 to 0.000384 pg/L (W005 at RM 3.9, January
2006)

Dieldrin concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions
ranged as follows:)

e SP-NB:  0.00003617 J to 0.00005005 J pg/L (WO31 at RM 6.1W, November
2006)

e SP-NS: 0.0000319 J to 0.0000498 J pg/L (W031 at RM 6.1, November

_2006)A /[ Formatted: (none)

e SP-VI: Not Sampled.

e T-NB: 0.0000306 J to 0.00004815 J pg/L (W024 at RM 16, November

2006)

e T-NS: 0.0000322 J to 0.00005367 J pg/L (W024 at RM 16, November
2006)

o T-VI 0.0000251 J to 0.0000387 J pg/L (W023 E at RM 11, November
2006)

5.4.11.3 Spatial Distribution of Dieldrin

All of the surface water samples analyzed for dieldrin exceeded the human health
ODEQ value developed to be protective of drinking water and consumption of
organisms (5.3 x 10 pg/L). ;No sample result exceeded the ODEQ dieldrin chronic
value for protection of aquatic life (0.056 pg/L).

5.4.12 Arsenic in Surface Water

Arsenic data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are
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summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.5-11a-d. All total and
dissolved arsenic surface water sample results are presented in Tables 5.4-21a-b by
sample event and sample 1D number. Dissolved and particulate arsenic concentrations
in surface water collected from peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by
flow event on Figures 5.4-44 and by river mile/channel position on Figure 5.4-45.

Arsenic concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate are presented
on Figure 5.4-46. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points
collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

Figure 5.4-47 presents a scatter plot of all arsenic surface water data. Note the symbols
and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow
conditions of the sampling event—Ilow flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.12.1 Arsenic Data

Peristaltic samples were collected and analyzed by EPA Method 6020 for total and
dissolved arsenic during Rounds 2A and 3A. Arsenic was detected in 136 (78 percent)
of the 174 dissolved samples and 157 (90 percen)t of 174 total samples during the
Round 2A and 3A sampling events.

Total arsenic concentrations were generally consistent across the entire Study Area
during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events. The overall range of detected
concentrations for all total arsenic samples was narrow, ranging from 0.25 to 0.75 pg/L
suggesting that there are no specific areas with elevated arsenic concentrations.

5.4.12.2 Arsenic Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Detected arsenic concentrations were relatively consistent regardless of flow rate;
however, frequency of detection was significantly reduced during storm water-
influenced events. The frequency of detection was 100% for total arsenic and 98% for
dissolved arsenic for all combined low flow and high flow sampling event sample
results. The frequency of detection was 58% for total arsenic and 13% for dissolved
arsenic for the storm water-influenced samples.

While total arsenic concentrations were relatively consistent, in general, they were
slightly higher in low flow sampling events with concentrations ranging from 0.33 to
0.75 pg/L compared to high flow sampling events with concentrations ranging from
0.25 to 0.63 pg/L. Thirty-nine storm water-influenced samples displayed a narrow range
of detected concentrations between 0.43 to 0.53 pg/L. Dissolved and particulate arsenic
concentrations in surface water are depicted in histograms by flow event type on

Figure 5.4-44 for high flow, low flow and storm water-influenced events.

Avrsenic concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as
follows:

This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the
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e _Total arsenic, Single Point: 0.33 pg/L to 0.75 pg/L at station W001 (RM 2.0E in «*f*{ Formatted: Bulleted + Level: 1 + Aligned at: 0.79" +
July 2005). Indent at: 1.04"

o _Dissolved arsenic, single-point: 0.25 pg/L to 0.64 pg/L at station W001 (RM

2.0Ein .]U|y 2005). N /[ Formatted: (none)

e _Total arsenic, Transect: 0.35 to 0.64 pg/L (station WO025 E at RM 2.0E in

September 2006). //[ Formatted: (none)
«_Dissolved arsenic, Transect: 0.19 to 0.60 pg/L (station W025 M at RM 2.0M in | Commented [KK94]: Make sure that M is defined in text.
September 2006).

Arsenic concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as
follows:

e Total arsenic, Single point: om 0.30 pg/L to 0.63 J pg/L at in February 2007
station W034 (NS; RM 7.5).

e Dissolved arsenic, Single Point: 0.19 J pg/L to 0.34 J pg/L in February 2007 at
station W034 (NS; RM 7.5).

e Total arsenic, Transect: 0.25 to 0.54 pg/L at station W005 (RM 4) and station
W023 (RM 6.3), in January 2006.

e Dissolved arsenic, Transect: 0.18 to 0.28 ug/L at station W034-W027 (NS-RM
+5WNB; Multnomah Channel) in February 2007.

Arsenic concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions
ranged as follows

e Total arsenic, Single Point 0.43 J pg/L to 0.53 J ug/L at station W038 (NB;

RM 11).
e Dissolved arsenic, Single Point: 0.38 J ug/L to 0.48 pg/L at station W038 (NB;
RM 11E).
« Total arsenic, Transect: [0.44to 0.48 J pg/L at station W005 (NB; RM 4). /{C?mmented [Integral95]: Previously only presented detected
values.

e Dissolved arsenic, Transect: Not detected.
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5.4.12.3 Spatial Distribution of Wsenic\ ///{ Commented [Int96]: Content does not match headers for As }
d oth Is.

All of the total and dissolved arsenic surface water results were less than the drinking e omer el

water MCL of 10 pg/L and the ODEQ human health criteria of 2.1 pg/L and the ODEQ | Commented [KK97]: Retain the MCL. )

chronic value of 150 pg/L for the protection of aquatic life. .

5.4.13 Chromium in Surface Water

Data for chromium in surface water are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11.
Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10.
Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and
5.4-11a-d. All total and dissolved chromium surface water sample results are presented
in Tables 5.4-22a-b by sample event and sample ID number.

Dissolved and particulate chromium concentrations in surface water collected from
peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event on Figures 5.4-48
and by river mile/channel position on Figure 5.4-49. Figure 5.4-50 is a line plot of
transect chromium concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). The data
points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular
transect for each measured flow event. Finally, Figure 5.4-51 is a scatter plot of
chromium concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). The symbols and
colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of
the sampling event—Ilow flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.13.1 Chromium Data

Peristaltic samples were collected and analyzed by EPA Method 6020 for total and
dissolved chromium during Rounds 2A and 3A. Chromium was detected in 58 of 174
(334 percent) of dissolved samples and 112 of 174 (643 percent) of total samples during
the Round 2A and 3A sampling events.

Total chromium concentrations were generally consistent across the entire Study Area
during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events. The overall range of detected
concentrations for all total chromium samples was 0.2 to 1.92 ug/L. The range of
detected concentrations of dissolved chromium was narrower, ranging from 0.1 to 0.83

pg/L.
5.4.13.2 Chromium Relationship to River Flow Conditions

In general, total chromium concentrations were slightly lower in samples collected
during low flow sampling events with concentrations ranging from 0.2 to 8:941.09 pg/L
compared to results from high flow sampling events where total chromium
concentrations ranged from 0.58 to 1.92 pg/L. Dissolved chromium concentrations were
generally lower in low flow samples. Detected dissolved chromium concentrations
ranged from 0.43 to 0.83 pg/L in high flow samples and from 0.1 to 0.33 pg/L in low
flow samples.
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Thirty-nine storm water-influenced samples were analyzed for total and dissolved
chromium. Neither total chromium nor dissolved chromium was detected in any of those
samples.

Chromium concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as
follows-:

e Total Chromium, Single Point:f 0.2 pg/L to 0.91 pg/L at station W004 (RM
3.7E) in March 2005.

e Dissolved Chromium, Single Point: 0.1 pg/L to 0.33 pg/L at station W004 (RM
3.7E) in March 2005.

e Total Chromium, Transect: 0.29 to 1.09 pg/L at station W005 (RM 3.9) in
September 2006.

e Dissolved Chromium, Transect: 0.12 to 0.29 pg/L at station W011 (RM 6.3) in
July 2005.

Chromium concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as
follows:

— Indent at: 0.98"

e __Total chromium, Single Point: 0.7 pg/L to 1.92 J pg/L at station W031 (RM «*J{ Formatted: Bulleted + Level: 1 + Aligned at: 0.73" +
6.1W).

o Dissolved Chromium, Single Point: 0.43 to 0.64 ng/LWO034 (RM 7.5W) in

February 2007
e Total Chromium, Transect: 0.58 to 1.92-73 pg/L at station WO31-W027 (RM

6:2W/(Multnomah Channel)) in February 2007.

e Dissolved Chromium, Transect: 0.43-46 to 0.83 pg/L at station W024 (RM 16)

in January 2007.

Neither total nor dissolved chromium was detected in any single-point or transect
samples collected during the November 2006 storm water-influenced sampling event.

5.4.13.3 Spatial Distribution of Chromium
All of the total and dissolved chromium surface water results were less than the drinking

water MCL of 100 pg/L. ODEQ does not have a human health or aquatic life criteria for { commented [KK98]: Retain the MCL.

total chromium.— \

5.4.14 Copper in Surface Water

Copper data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are
summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All total and
dissolved copper surface water sample results are presented in Tables 5.4-23a-b by
sample event and sample 1D number.
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Dissolved and particulate copper concentrations in surface water collected from
peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event on Figures 5.4-52
and by river mile/channel position on Figure 5.4-53. Figure 5.4-54 is a line plot of
transect copper concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). The data points
presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for
each measured flow event. Finally, Figure 5.4-55 is a scatter plot of copper
concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). The symbols and colors
indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the
sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.14.1 Copper Data

Peristaltic samples were collected and analyzed by EPA Method 6020 for total and
dissolved copper during Rounds 2A and 3A. Copper was detected in 99 percent of 174
dissolved samples and 100 percent of 174 total samples during the Round 2A and 3A
sampling events.

Total copper concentrations were generally consistent across the entire Study Area
during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events. The overall range of detected
concentrations for all total copper samples ranged from 0.65 to 3.68% pg/L.-

5.4.14.2 Copper Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Total copper concentrations were generally consistent across the entire Study Area
during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events. Concentrations were generally higher in
samples collected during the high flow sampling events, with concentrations ranging
from 1.1 to 3.68 ug/L compared to samples collected during low flow sampling events,
with concentrations ranging from 0.68 to 2.09 pg/L. Forty storm water-influenced
samples displayed a narrow range of detections between 0.65 to 1.14 pg/L. Dissolved
and particulate copper concentrations in surface water are depicted in histograms by flow
event type on Figures 5.4-52 for high flow, low flow and storm water-influenced events.

Copper concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as

follows:
e Total copper, Single Point: 0.68 pg/L to 2.09 pg/L at station W004 (RM 3.7) in March
2005. . //[ Formatted: (none) ]
_Dissolved copper, Single Point: -0.37 to 1.64 ug/L at station W022 (NB; RM 9.7W) in /{Commented [Integral99]: Previous sections only presented }
July 2005. detected data.
: 7””{ Formatted: (none) ]

e Total copper, Transect: 0.68 pg/L to 1.55 pg/L at station W005 (NB; RM 3.9) in
September 2006. , ///{ Formatted: (none) ]

o Dissolved copper, Transect: 0.45 pg/L to 0.83 J pg/L at station W011 (RM 6.3) in July
2005.
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Copper concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as
follows:

o Total copper, Single Point: 1.47 pg/L to 2-723.49 pg/L at station W036-W031 (NBS;
RM 6.1W8-6) in January-2006February 2007.. | ~_{ Formatted: (none) )

o Dissolved copper, Single Point-measured-in-single-pointsamples-collected-during-high

flow-conditionsranged-from 0.55 pg/L to 6-731.22 pg/L at station WO37-W035
(N-BN_S RM 9:6\A/8. 5E) In February 2007. . /[ Formatted: (none) ]

o Total copper, Transect: eencentrations-measured-in-transect-samples-during-high-Hlow
eventsranged-from 1.1 pg/L to 3.648 J ug/L at station W023 (RM 11) in January 2006, _—{ Formatted: (none) ]

o Dissolved copper, Transect:

-coneentrations-Measured-in-transectsamples-during-high
flow-eventsranged-from-0.43 pug/L to 2.394.58 J pg/L at station W023 (RM 11) in
January 2006.

Copper concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions in
November 2006 ranged as follows

o Total copper Slngle Point: measu;ed—m—smgle-pwﬁ—sample&ee”eeted—dwmgdehe {Formatted: Bulleted + Level: 1 + Aligned at: 0.69" +

g4 o Indent at: 0.94"

1.14 14 ug/L at statlon W0365 (NBS RM 8. 65E)

e Dissolved copper, Single Point:

0.50 to 0.64-78 pg/L at station
W028-W035 (NS; RM 8.53:6E).

e Total copper, Transect:
eventranged-from 0.65 pg/L to 1.14 pg/L at station WO35-W024 (NS:-RM
85RM 16).

e Dissolved copper, Transect:
this-eventranged-from-0.46 pg/L to 1.23 pg/L at station W023 M (RM 11M).

5.4.14.3 Spatial Distribution of Copper

. All of the total and dissolved copper surface water results were less than the «——{ Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5", No bullets or numbering |
drinking water MCL of 1,300 pg/L and the ODEQ human health threshold value of { commented [KK100]: Retain the MCL. )
1,300 pg/L developed to be protective of drinking water and consumption of organisms.

These results do not suggest potential source areas for copper.

5.4.15 Zinc in Surface Water

Data for zinc in surface water are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect
samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point
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samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All
total and dissolved zinc surface water sample results are presented in Tables 5.4-24a-b
by sample event and sample ID number.

Dissolved and particulate zinc concentrations in surface water collected from peristaltic
pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event on Figures 5.4-56 and by river
mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-57. Figure 5.4-58 is a line plot of transect zinc
concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). Finally, Figure 5.4-59 is a
scatter plot of zinc concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16).

5.4.15.1 Zinc Data
Peristaltic samples were collected and analyzed by EPA Method 6020 for total and

dissolved zinc during Rounds 2A and 3A. Zinc was detected in 73 of 174 (43-42 percent Commented [TG101]: | SHMERISIBHRINER WG tble
of dissolved samples and 133 of 174 (76 percent) of total samples during the Round 2A shows 42%

and 3A sampling events.

Detected total zinc concentrations in all surface water samples during the Round 2A and
3A sampling events ranged from 2:£1.65 to 57.9 pg/L. The range of detected
concentrations of dissolved zinc in all Round 2A and 3A samples was 0.9 to 41.9 pg/L.

5.4.15.2 Zinc Relationship to River Flow Conditions

With the exception of one sample (station WO022 on 12/2/2004) with elevated total (57.9
Mg/L) and ene-dissolved (41.9 pg/L) zinc concentrations, detected zinc concentrations
were within a narrow range regardless of flow. With the exclusion of the one total
result, detected concentrations of total zinc in low flow samples ranged from 1.65 to 8.8
Mg/L at station W004 (RM 3.7E) in March 2005. Comparable to low flow, in high flow
samples total zinc concentrations ranged from 1.85 to 8.4 pg/L. In contrast, total zinc
was not detected during stormwater influenced sampling.

With the exception of the one dissolved result for W022 on 12/2/2004, detected
dissolved zinc concentrations ranged from 0.9 to 4.9 pg/L at station W018 (RM 8.3) in
November 2004 in low flow samples. Dissolved zinc was only detected in one high
flow sample at 2.5 pg/L at station WO0O05 in January 2006. In stormwater influenced
samples dissolved zinc was detected in five of 39 samples (4.8 to 6.6 pg/L, satienastation
W034, NB.).

Zinc concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows
e Total zinc, Single Point: 1.65 pg/L to 57.9 pg/L at station W022 (RM 9.7W) in
November 2004,
e Dissolved zinc, Single Point: 0.9 pg/L to 41.9 pg/L at station W022 (RM 9.7W)
in November 2004.
e Total Zinc, Transect from 2.1 to 6.1 pg/L at station W023 W (RM 11W) in
September 2006.
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e Dissolved Zinc, Transect: 1.4 to 2.2 pg/L at station W023 (RM 11) in November
2004.

Zinc concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows:

e Total zinc, Single Point: 3 to 8.4 pg/L at station W031 (NB, RM 6.1W). «*f*{ Formatted: Bulleted + Level: 1 + Aligned at: 0.75" +
o Dissolved Zinc, Single Point: Not detected. Indent at: 1

e Total Zinc, Transect: 1.85 to 6.38 pg/L at stations W024 (RM 16) and W023

~ (RM 11) in January 2006.
e Dissolved Zinc, Transect: detected in only one sample; 2.5 pg/L at station W005

(RM 3.9) in January 2006

Zinc concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions in
November 2006 ranged as follows:

Indent at: 1"

e Total zinc, Single Point: Not detected. +*f*f{ Formatted: Bulleted + Level: 1 + Aligned at: 0.75" +
e Dissolved zinc, Single Point: 4.8 to 6.6 pg/L at station W034 (NS, RM 7.5W).

e Total Zinc, Transect: Not detected.

e Dissolved zinc, Transect: was detected in a single transect storm water-

influenced sample at 5.1 pg/L at station W025 M (RM 2).

5.4.15.3 Spatial Distribution of Zinc

All of the total and dissolved concentrations of zinc in surface water were substantially
below the ODEQ human health value of 2,100 pg/L developed to be protective of
drinking water and consumption of organisms. An MCL has not been established for

zinc.. (Commented [KK102]: Retain this statement.

5.4.16 TBT lon in Surface Water

Data for TBT in surface water are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-211 Transect
samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point
samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All
TBT surface water data are presented in Table 5.4-25 by sample event and sample ID
number.

TBT concentrations in surface water collected from peristaltic pumps are presented in
stacked bar graphs by flow event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-60
and Figure 5.4-61, respectively. Figure 5.4-62 is a line plot of transect TBT
concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). Finally, Figure 5.4-63 is a
scatter plot of TBT concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16).

5.4.16.1 TBT Data

Peristaltic samples of surface water were collected and analyzed by the Krone Method
(Krone et al, 1989) for TBT during Rounds 2A and 3A. TBT was detected in a 12 of
174 (7 percent) of all surface water samples collected during the Round 2A and 3A
sampling events. Detected TBT concentrations in all surface water samples collected
during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events ranged from 0.6666-00095 to 0.011 pg/L.
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5.4.16.2 TBT Relationship to River Flow Conditions

The small number of TBT detections in surface water samples was associated with a
narrow range of detected concentrations regardless of flow. Detected concentrations of
TBT in low flow samples ranged from 0.00095 to 0.6642-0023 pg/L. During high flow
sampling events TBT was detected twice at the same station, W035 RM 8.5 E, 0.0021
Mg/L (NS) and 0.0035 pg/L_(NB).

Thirty-seven storm water-influenced samples were analyzed for TBT. TBT was
detected in only four of these samples at concentrations ranging from 0.0010 to 0.6643
011 pg/L.

TBT concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows
¢ Single Point: 0.00095 pg/L to 0.0023 pg/L at station W004 (NB, RM 3.7E) in
March 2005.
e Transect: Not detected.

TBT concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows
e Single Point: 0.0021 to 0.0035 pg/L at station W035 (RM 8.5) in February 2007.
e Transect: Not detected.

TBT concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions
ranged as follows

e Single Point:0.0013 to 0.0014 pg/L at WO035, (NS, RM 8.5 E).

e Transect: 0.0001 to 0.011 pg/L at W024 (NB, RM 16) in November 2006.

5.4.16.3 Spatial Distribution of TBT

//[ Commented [Integral103]: No spatial discussion.

{ commented [KK104R103]: OK

5.4-185.4.17 Site-Specific Evaluation of Hydrophobic Contaminants

For the purposes of this evaluation and presentation, hydrophobic contaminants are
defined as those contaminants or groups of contaminants that are insoluble or minimally
soluble in water, and are therefore expected to bind strongly to sediments and
suspended particulates.- The subset of hydrophobic contaminants included in this
evaluation are PCBs, dioxins and furans, DDT and related compounds (DDx), and
PAHSs.

5441815.4.17.1 Distribution Between PCB Dissolved and Particulate
Fractions

The following subsections describe observed trends in dissolved and particulate total
PCB congener concentration fractions by river mile, event type, and sample type of in
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the Round 2A and 3A data set. The spatial distribution of dissolved and particulate PCB
concentrations and relationships to flow rate, TSS, and foc are described. PCB congeners
were detected in all XAD filter and column samples collected during Round 2A and 3A
sampling events.

54.18.1.15.4.17.1.1 PCB Particulate and Dissolved Concentrations

Total PCB concentrations as a function of flow rate are presented in Figure 5.3-64.
Figures 5.3-65 and 5.3-66 show the dissolved and particulate fractions of total PCBs
plotted against flow rate. All of the particulate and dissolved samples with
concentrations >1,000 pg/L were collected during low-flow conditions, which includes
a single dissolved sample collected during the stormwater-influenced sampling event.
For the particulate fraction, low-flow single point samples span a greater concentration
range (up to almost 0.01 ug/L) as compared to the remaining samples which are
typically less than 0.001 ug/L.  For the dissolved fraction of total PCBs, low-flow and
stormwater-influenced samples cover similar concentration ranges, while high-flow
exhibit generally lower concentrations. Low flow point samples collected at the upper
end of the dissolved concentration range (>0.0005 pg/L) tended to have a higher
particulate component of the total concentration.

The high flow samples (both point and transect) tend to exhibit lower dissolved
concentrations relative to the storm water-influenced flow and low flow samples. This
suggests a different character/source of PCB contaminated sediment and/or suspended
solids concentration and character during high flow events.

The transect sample collected at RM 11 during the low flow event in November 2004
exhibited a high particulate to dissolved concentration ratio. As noted previously,
during collection of this sample, the field crews observed runoff from a nearby storm
drain, which may have contributed to this result.

Total PCB concentrations as a function of TSS are presented on Figures 5.4-67. High
flow samples (single-point and transect) exhibited the widest range and highest
concentrations of TSS, from approximately 10 to 60 mg/L, but the lowest PCB
concentrations. Conversely, the remaining samples exhibited a greater range in
concentration over a small range in TSS—Ilow flow TSS concentrations were less than
10 mg/L and stormwater influenced concentrations from approximately 0 to 20 mg/L
TSS. The high flow samples also exhibited a lower dissolved/particulate concentration
ratio relative to the storm water-influenced and low flow samples.

Particulate total PCB concentrations and POC concentrations are compared on Figures
5.4-68a-b. The high flow samples (single-point and transect) exhibited lower PCB
concentrations for the corresponding POC, than other flow regimes.. The low POC
values are consistent with the lower foc associated with TSS observed in high flow
samples, as shown on Figure 5.4-69. This observation suggests the introduction of
suspended particles with low organic carbon content during high flow events. Further,
the solids that become suspended in the water column during high flow events may
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have a different character (low foc and low PCB concentrations) than those introduced
during low flow or storm water-influenced events.

Commented [Integral105]: Repetition of section 5.4.4,
§ propose deleting

541845.4.17.2 Distribution Between PCDD/F Dissolved and . ‘[Commented [KK106R105]: OK

Particulate Fractions

The following subsections describe the observed trending inef dissolved and particulate
total PCDD/Fs fractions by river mile, event type, sample type, TSS, and foc of the TSS.
This analysis was specific to total PCDD/Fs and ,therefore, does not extend to
individual dioxins and furans.

5.4.18.4.15.4.17.2.1 PCDD/F Dissolved and Particulate Concentrations

The dissolved and particulate fractions of total PCDD/F concentrations for each surface
water sample are presented as histograms by flow event type on Figure 5.4-14 and by
channel position on Figure 5.4-15. As expected for hydrophobic compounds, PCDD/Fs
tend to partition to the particulate fraction in surface water within the Study Area. The
two highest concentrations measured at RM 6.7 and 11 during low flow and storm
water-influenced conditions, respectively, exhibit high particulate to dissolved ratios
(greater than an order of magnitude difference between the two phases). This
partitioning is consistent for all the samples.

5.4.18.4.25.4.17.2.2PCDD/F Associations with Suspended Solids

Total concentrations as a function of TSS are presented on Figure 5.4-69. PCDD/F
concentrations in high flow transect samples appear to exhibite a slightly increasing
PCDD/F concentration trend with higher suspended solids. Concentrations in low flow
and storm water-influenced samples appear to vary- independently of suspended solids
concentration. The transect and single point samples collected during low flow and
stormwater influenced events were all characterized by TSS values less than those of
the high flow event.. (Figures 5.4-70).

Particulate total PCDD/F concentrations and POC concentrations are compared on
Figure 5.4-70. Relative to other flow regimes, POC was relatively low in high flow
samples (single point and transect). Thee the storm water-influenced samples tended to
exhibit marginally higher POC. i i i
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\Solids that become suspended during storm water-influenced events may have a unique

e 0-me v e ___—| Commented [Integral107]: Repetition of earlier part of
paragraph.

character of high foc and varying loads of PCDD/Fs. Samples characterized by higher
concentrations of PCDD/Fs did not have corresponding high TSS concentrations.
However, these high PCDD/F concentration samples did exhibit a high particulate-
phase PCDD/F concentration as a function of POC.

5.4.1855.4.17.3 Distribution Between DDx Dissolved and Particulate
Fractions

The following subsections describe the observed trends in total DDx dissolved and
particulate fractions by river mile, event type, sample type, TSS, and foc of the TSS.

5.4.18.5.15.4.17.3.1 DDx Particulate and Dissolved Concentrations

The distribution of total DDx by river mile is presented on histograms by flow event
type on Figures 5.4-20 and histograms by channel position on Figures 5.4-21. Three
samples collected at RM 2 (station W025) during low-flow conditions exhibited lhigher
dissolved to particulate ratios. This may be due to the lower suspended solids load in

[ Commented [KK108R107]: OK

o J

the downstream portion of the Study Area (at RM 2) rather than an actual shift in
partitioning behavior. However, these higher dissolved:particulate ratios are not
exclusive to these samples.,

histograms (DF RI Figure 5.3-59) shows similar dissolved phase
dominant samples occur in other reaches; e.g. Jul 05 W013-2, low

1 Commented [Integral109]: Visual inspection of the
flow or Feb 07 W023-M, high flow, W024-NS in Nov 06 SI.

/////[ Formatted: English (United States)

Total DDx concentrations as a function of flow rate are presented in Figures 5.4-71a-b.
With the exception of the highest total DDx concentrations that were measured at RM
6.9 and 7.2, a relationship between flow rate and total DDx concentrations is not
evident during low-flow conditions (Figure 5.3-71a). Considering the uncertainty
associated with the discharge measurements noted in section 5.4-2, the similarity in
concentration for flow events is not suprising. However, it is apparent when in Figure
5.3-71b that there is a general increase in concentration with flow..

5.4.18.5:25.4.17.3.2DDx Associations with Suspended Solids

Total concentrations as a function of TSS are presented on Figures 5.4-72a-b. The
highest ratios of DDx to TSS were exhibited in low flow samples while high flow
samples exhibited a much lower ratio of total DDx concentration to TSS. The low flow
and storm water-influenced samples had low suspended solids loads (25 J mg/L or
lower) compared to high flow samples (up to 62 mg/L). When the single-point samples
with elevated DDx concentrations are excluded, DDx concentrations tend to increase
with TSS.

Particulate total DDx concentrations and POC concentrations are compared on Figures
5.4-73a-b. With the exception of low-flow point samples, DDx concentrations appear
independent of POC. High flow samples exhibited higher TSS concentrations and
lower foc On TSS percentages. Therefore, the higher concentrations in the surface
water during high flow events (Figures 5.4-72a-b) were present in spite of lower POC
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in the water column. Again, this may suggest a different source or sources of particles,
upstream of the Study Area, given the high inflow concentrations at RM 16 and 11
during high flow events. Higher POC concentrations were found in transect and
single-point storm water-influenced and low flow samples with lower total particulate
DDx concentrations.

5.41865.4.17.4 Distribution Between PAH Dissolved and Particulate
Fractions

The following subsections describe the observed trends in the dissolved and total PAH
fractions by river mile, event type, sample type, TSS, and fo of the TSS.

5.4.18.6.15.4.17.4.1 PAH Particulate and Dissolved Concentrations

The spatial distribution of dissolved and particulate total PAH concentrations is
presented on histograms for each surface water sample by flow event type and river
mile on Figure 5.4-81a; Figure 5.4-81b presents the same data with a reduced y-axis
scale to better show lower concentrations. Figures 5.4-82a-b through 5.4-83a-b present
the same data arranged by channel position.

Total PAH concentrations as a function of flow rate are presented in Figure 5.4-75.
Four of the five highest concentrations of total PAHs were measured in single-point
samples collected during low-flow conditions. Total PAH concentrations tended to
vary independently of flow condition. However, samples with elevated PAHs
concentrations were moreevident in low-flow samples from RM 7 to 2 compared to the
high-flow and stormwater-influenced sampling events. Downstream near RM 2, the
low-flow sample concentrations were generally lower those observed further upstream
within the Study Area.

While a general trend of greater partitioning in the dissolved phased is evident, a
notable exception was observed at station WO035 at RM 8.5 during the January 2007
high flow event. Both the NB and NS samples exhibited a greater particulate to
dissolved concentration ratio. Also, at stations W011 (RM 6.3) and W005 (RM 4) the
NB samples had noticeably higher particulate total PAH concentrations in the low flow
and storm water-influenced sampling events. In the January 2007 high flow sampling
event, this pattern was reversed at station W035 (RM 8.5), and the NS sample had the
highest particulate total PAH concentration.

5.4.18.6-25.4.17.4.2PAH Associations with Suspended Solids

Total PAH concentrations as a function of TSS are presented on Figures 5.4-76. High
flow samples (single-point and transect) exhibited the widest range and highest
concentrations of TSS but generally lower total PAH concentrations. However, there
does appear to be a trend of gradually increasing total PAH concentrations with higher
TSS values for the high flow samples. Low flow and storm water-influenced samples
tended to exhibit low TSS but a wider range of PAH concentrations.
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Particulate total PAH concentrations and POC concentrations are compared on Figure
5.4-77. The high flow samples (single-point and transect) exhibited relatively low total
PAH concentrations and POC. The low POC values are consistent with the lower
observed foc of the suspended solids during this flow condition. Several high flow
samples exhibited POC values equal to zero (Figure 5.4-77) because the calculated POC
was considered to be zero if the DOC was greater than the TOC. These low POC values
indicate that the high flow events are associated with low foc sediments.
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5.4 Indicator Contaminants in Surface Water


This section summarizes the surface water data collected during the RI investigation. These data include those collected between November 2004 and March 2007. The surface water study was designed to characterize surface water contaminant concentrations and flow conditions of the river during three different flow regimes: low river flow (low flow; <50,000 cfs), high river flow (high flow; >50,000 cfs), and storm water‑influenced flow (low flow conditions with  active runoff in the Study Area
).  The threshold discharge rate of 50,000 cfs was selected because it is the river discharge at which significant transport of streambed sediment begins (Willamette Basin Task Force 1969). The geographic locations of all surface water sampling locations are presented on Map 2.1-18.  

The discussion of indicator contaminants addressed in this section focuses primarily on the following elements:

· A description of the data set for each contaminant; 

· The relationship of contaminant concentration with respect to flow rate; 

· The sampling locations and event types with elevated contaminant concentrations compared to ambient water quality criteria (AWQC); and


· Locations with the highest contaminant concentrations.


The following subsections present tables and other graphical formats to support discussion and evaluation of the in-river distribution of the 14 indicator contaminants discussed in the RI main report.  Additional tabular and graphical summaries of additional 21 contaminants in surface water are included in Appendix D3.  


The final subsection in this discussion presents a site-specific evaluation of hydrophobic contaminants using four contaminants: PCBs, Dioxin/Furans, PAHs, and DDx. This discussion presents the relationship of contaminant concentration with respect to dissolved and particulate fractions and relationship with suspended solids and associated organic carbon.

The surface water chemistry distributions and supporting information are depicted in several graphical formats:  hydrographs and hyetographs of sampling events, discharge rates, and precipitation events, and histograms of sample concentrations for all sampling events for the indicator contaminants, along with line plots, stacked bar charts, and scatter plots for the indicator contaminantss.    


Hydrographs and Hyetographs:  The hydrographs show the measured discharge rates during each surface water sampling event and the hyetographs show precipitation events and amounts to provide perspective on the timing of the sampling events and the specific conditions prior to, during, and after each event. These are provided as Figures 5.4-1 through 5.4-4.

Histograms:  The histograms provide a graphical summary of the indicator contaminants for all the surface water sampling events.  For each analyte, data are presented in two types of histograms: data sorted by flow event type (high flow, low flow, and storm water-influenced flow) and data sorted by location in the river channel (west and east channel and transect locations).  For the XAD samples, the individual data points are composed of shaded stacked bars to distinguish between the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) samples.  The bars are color-coded to distinguish between the single point samples (blue) and the transect samples (orange).  The non-detected samples are displayed with a hatch pattern or open bar.  The same scheme is used for the peristaltic samples

, with shaded stacked bars for total and dissolved fractions and blue and orange colors for the single point and transect samples.  Multnomah Channel and Swan Island Lagoon are indicated by “MC” and “SIL”, respectively, on the histograms.

Line Plots:  The line plots present the concentrations of the indicator contaminantss for each flow type (high flow, low flow, storm water-influenced) at the transect stations for all surface water sampling events.  The squares, diamonds, and triangles represent the data points.  Prior to generating the plots, data were averaged so that only one value per transect per sampling event was used.  NB and NS total (dissolved plus particulate) concentrations were averaged for samples from stations W027 (Multnomah Channel), W005 (RM 4), W011 (RM 6.3), and W024 (RM 16) and east, west, and mid-channel total concentrations were averaged for stations W025 (RM 2) and W023 (RM 11), where applicable.  The data for the 2007 high flow event is displayed in two colors because this event was completed in two phases with a stand down period between high flow conditions. 

Scatter Plots:  Scatter-plot presentations of the surface water data show concentrations of the indicator contaminants by river mile. The symbols on the scatter plots distinguish between flow types (high flow, low flow, storm water-influenced flow) and single-point and transect samples. The evaluation of hydrophobic indicator contaminants presents indicator contaminants relationships with flow, TSS, and organic carbon. Particulate versus dissolved concentrations are also presented for detailed evaluation of the results.  The symbols on the scatter plots distinguish between flow types (high flow, low flow, storm water-influenced flow) and point and transect samples.

5.4.1 Surface Water Data Set


The Round 2A and 3A surface water sampling programs consisted of seven field collection events that occurred between November 2004 and March 2007.  
The seven events are listed below:


· November 2004 (Round 2A, low flow)

· March 2005 (Round 2A, low flow)


· July 2005 (Round 2A, low flow)


· January 2006 (Round 3A, high flow)


· September 2006 (Round 3A, low flow)


· November 2006 (Round 3A, storm water-influenced flow)


· January-March 2007 (Round 3A, high flow
).

Other studies included in this evaluation are:


· Siltronic – May and June 2005 (MFA 2005b, low flow).  


· NW Natural – October 2007(Anchor 2008b, low flow).  

· City of Portland – February 5, 1992 (low flow) and March 15, 2006 (low-flow) 
(Sanders 2006, TSS only).

Peristaltic and XAD (column and filter) samples were collected during all sampling events, but not at all sampling locations. Table 5.4-1 summarizes the sampling methods at each sampling station for each sampling event. 

Surface 

 water samples were collected at 23 target locations from RM 2 to 11 in the Lower Willamette River during three Round 2A sampling events in 2004 and 2005.  Single-point samples were collected by peristaltic pump at all locations.  Additional samples were collected by employing the high-volume XAD sampling method at seven of the 23 locations, including three cross-sectional river transects and four discrete locations.    

During the Round 3A sampling events, surface water was collected at 18 target locations from RM 2 to 16 in 2006 and 2007.  A transect station located at the upper end of Multnomah Channel (RM 2.9) was added to the program to provide a better understanding of the flux of chemicals exiting the Study Area via Multnomah Channel; and a transect station at RM 16 was added to assist with the analysis of upstream sources and loading into the Study Area.  Peristaltic and high-volume samples were collected from 18 stations, including 6 transects and 12 single-point locations.  Table 5.4-1 summarizes sampling methods at each station for all Round 2A and 3A sampling events.


Peristaltic surface water samples were analyzed for conventional analytes, metals, and organic compounds (PCB Aroclors, organochlorine pesticides, and SVOCs).  High‑volume samples were analyzed by high-resolution gas chromatography/high-resolution mass spectrometry (HRGC/HRMS) for PCB congeners, PCDD/Fs, organochlorine pesticides, phthalate esters, and PAHs.

For comparison of peristaltic and XAD data on the same basis, a summed XAD concentration was calculated from the XAD column and XAD filter concentrations.  In this sum, non-detects were set to zero
. If both XAD fractions were non-detect, the summed detection limit was set to the sum of the individual detection limits. 

A total of six transect locations located at RM 2, mouth of Multnomah Channel, RM 3.9, RM 6.3, RM 11 and RM 16 were sampled; due to flow conditions and sample event objectives, not all transects were sampled during all sampling events. Transects were sampled in three ways: as a vertically-integrated equal discharge increment transect [EDI-VI]; as a near surface equal discharge increment transect and near bottom equal discharge increment transect pair [EDI-NS/NB]; and as a vertically-integrated, three segment (East, Mid-channel, West) transect [VI (E,M,W)]
. At three locations (W010, W014, and W020) single point vertically-integrated samples were collected during Round 2A low flow conditions to support the baseline human health risk assessment. The remaining Round 2A single-point samples were collected in support of the baseline ecological risk assessment as near bottom samples.  Round 3A single-point samples were collected as near surface and near bottom pairs. Siltronic collected peristaltic single point samples, and NW Natural and the City of Portland collected surface water grab samples. Not all samples were analyzed for every analyte. Each subsection that follows will discuss which samples were analyzed for each indicator contaminants.

A total of 23 peristaltic sample locations and seven peristaltic and XAD stations were sampled during the Round 2A low flow conditions and six peristaltic and XAD stations were sampled during the Round 3A low flow conditions (Table 5.4-2). Twenty single-point peristaltic stations (W001-W004, W006-W010, and W012-W022) and four single-point peristaltic and XAD stations were sampled (W013, W015, W016, W018) during each of the three Round 2A sampling events (Table 5.4-1). Both peristaltic and XAD samples were collected for all the low flow transect samples in Round 2A. Three Round 2A transect locations (W005, W011, and W023) were collected during low flow conditions as EDI-VI. Four Round 3A transect locations (W005, W011, W024, and W027) were collected as EDI-NS/NB and the other two Round 3A transect locations (W023 and W025) were collected as VI (E, M, W).   Replicates were collected based on a 5% target frequency at the following single-point stations: W013 (peristaltic and XAD) and W016 (peristaltic only) during November 2004; W013 (peristaltic and XAD) and W002 (peristaltic only), W004 (peristaltic only), and W016 (peristaltic only) during March 2005; and W002 (peristaltic only) and W016 (peristaltic only) and W013 (peristaltic and XAD) during July 2005. A total of 92 peristaltic samples and 38 XAD samples were collected to represent the low flow conditions of the river (Table 5.4-3). As summarized in Table 5.4-4, samples collected during this flow regime include: 


· 61 peristaltic and 15 XAD single-point, near-bottom samples; 

· 8 peristaltic single-point, vertically-integrated samples; 

· 9 peristaltic and 9 XAD transect, EDI-VI samples; 

· 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD east-channel VI transect samples, 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD mid-channel VI transect samples, and 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD west-channel VI transect samples;

· 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NS samples; and 


· 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NB samples.

Storm water-influenced flow conditions were only sampled once during Round 3A (November 2006). Both peristaltic and XAD samples were collected at all six transect locations (W005, W011, W023, W024, W025, and W027) and 12 single-point stations (W026 and W028-W038) during this sampling event (Table 5.4-1). Four of the transect locations (W005, W011, W024 and W027) were sampled as EDI-NS/NB. The other two transect locations (W023 and W025) were sampled as VI (E, M, W). All the single-point samples were collected as NS/NB pairs. Replicates were collected at single-point stations W033 (peristaltic and XAD) and W036 (peristaltic only). A total of 42 peristaltic samples and 40 XAD samples were collected to represent the storm water-influenced flow conditions of the river (Table 5.4-3). As summarized in Table 5.4-4, samples collected during this flow regime include: 


· 14 peristaltic and 13 XAD single-point, near surface samples; 


· 14 peristaltic and 13 XAD single-point, near-bottom samples; 


· 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD east-channel VI transect samples, 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD mid-channel VI transect samples, and 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD west-channel VI transect samples; 


· 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NS samples; and 


· 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NB samples.

High flow conditions were sampled twice during Round 3A (January 2006 and January-March 2007). In January 2006, peristaltic and XAD samples were collected at three transects (W005, W023, and W024). Due to safety concerns and sampling challenges associated with the extreme high flow conditions, the January 2006 samples were collected mid-channel at a single fixed depth for each of the three transect stations that were sampled.  No vertical integration was performed. One replicate was collected at W023 for the peristaltic sample only. Both peristaltic and XAD samples were collected at all six transects and 12 single-point stations (W026 and W028-W038) during the January-March 2007 sampling event. Four of the transect locations (W005, W011, W024 and W027) were sampled as EDI-NS/NB. The other two transect locations (W023 and W025) were sampled as VI (E, M, W). Stations W023-M and W025-M were first sampled in January 2007, and then re-occupied in March 2007 (W023-M2, W025-M2) due to changing flow conditions.  All the single-point samples were collected as NS/NB pairs. NS and NB replicates were collected at single-point station W033 (peristaltic only) during the January-March 2007 event. A total of 46 peristaltic samples and 43 XAD samples were collected to represent the high flow conditions of the river (Table 5.4-3). As summarized in Table 5.4-4, samples collected during this flow regime include: 


· 13 peristaltic and 12 XAD single-point, near surface samples; 


· 13 peristaltic and 12 XAD single-point, near-bottom samples; 


· 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD east-channel VI transect samples, 4 peristaltic and 2 XAD mid-channel VI transect samples, and 2 peristaltic and 2 XAD west-channel VI transect samples; 


· 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NS samples; and 


· 4 peristaltic and 4 XAD transect, EDI-NB samples.

Uncertainty associated with the surface water data is related primarily to the representativeness of the analytical data set.  The surface water sampling program was designed to capture representative flow conditions and locations over time.  However, only a limited number of surface water samples during a limited number of conditions could be collected over time.  In addition, sampling protocols evolved over time based on the assessment of previous efforts as well changing river flow conditions.  This evolution included some changes in both sample locations and sampling methods.  While these changes were intended to more fully characterize the site, they also make the compilation and combination of these data more complex.  For example, single point stations occupied in round 2 were sampled on multiple occasions.  However, during round 3 the stations were shifted into deeper water to accommodate the round 3 modification to collect both near-bottom and near-surface samples simultaneously or relocated at EPA’s request.
 Also, while the six transects were sampled in almost all the sampling events, sampling methods were modified over the course of the sampling program. While the data evaluation compares concentrations at the river transects, there is uncertainty associated with the changes in sampling methods as well as the unavoidable flow condition differences between specific sampling events.


This complexity prohibits a quantitative statistical evaluation of temporal and flow variability in surface water. Further, the limited number of stations and samples preclude definition of the magnitude and extent of the surface water contamination in all localized areas.  Such locations may need to be addressed further in remedial design. Nontheless, the data collected and presented here met the objectives of the sampling program and are sufficient for the purposes of the site-wide RI.    

5.4.2 River Conditions during Round 2A and 3A Sample Collection 

A summary of the sampling events, including dates of collection, flow rates, and relative flow conditions, are presented in Table 5.4-5.  Average discharge rates (recorded as cfs) for each event are based on measurements collected by the USGS at the stream flow station located upstream of the Morrison Bridge at RM 12.8 (station 14211720).  Flow measurements from the USGS gauge at this station are collected every 30 minutes and were used to calculate flow rates for each of the seven sampling events.
  It should be noted that discharge rates below 20,000 cfs measured at this station are considered to be unreliable by the USGS.  Therefore, the average discharge rates calculated for the low flow events should be considered estimates.

The surface water sampling events and their corresponding flow rates are presented against the backdrop of the average year (1972–2008) hydrograph measured at Morrison Bridge on Figure 5.4-1.  Overall, the sampling events were well distributed over the average water year, capturing the range of flow conditions, including base flow, rising limb, peak flow, and falling limb conditions.  Additionally, the November 2006 sampling captured a storm water-influenced flow event at the onset of the transition from a low flow period to a high flow period.  Figures 5.4-2a-d present the actual annual hydrograph measured at Morrison Bridge (RM 12.8) and hyetograph during each year of sampling (2004–2007), including daily average and historical average (1978–2008) discharge rates and daily precipitation levels and identifies the sampling events collected during each year.  Several rainfall events occurred during the November 2004 sampling event, and one day of measurable rainfall occurred during each of the March and July 2005 sampling events.  


The seasonal cycle of water discharge in the Willamette River is also apparent on Figure 5.4-1.  Annual low water levels occur during the summertime regional dry season, and flows increase during the wetter winter months (November to March).  Furthermore, a distinct and persistent period of relatively high water levels occurs from late May through June when Willamette River flow into the Columbia is slowed by high-water stage/flow in the Columbia River during the spring freshet in the much larger Columbia River Basin.  The flow regime can influence the concentration of contaminants in the water column.  


Flow measurements were not collected at the lower end of the Study Area where the river flows either into the Columbia River or into Multnomah channel. To better understand the flow dynamics at the lower end of the Study Area, a hydrodynamic model (discussed in Section 6) was used to estimate these flows. The model shows that the relative stages of the Columbia and Willamette rivers determine the fraction of the Willamette River flow which flows down Multnomah Channel (WEST 2006a).  Figure 5.4-3 presents the average annual hydrograph, based on modeled discharge rates for 2003 through 2007, for RM 4, RM 2, and Multnomah Channel.  The Morrison Bridge (RM 12.8) 25-yr average hydrograph is also shown for comparison.  

Figure 5.4-4 presents the modeled daily average flows for 2003 through 2007 and highlights the time periods when surface water samples were collected at RM 4, RM 2, and Multnomah Channel.  A few key observations are apparent in these figures.  First, for a significant portion of each year, generally May through September, the relatively higher Columbia River stage drives a reversal in flow direction at RM 2.  During these periods, the Multnomah Channel flow increases and includes the entire Willamette River flow plus some flows from the Columbia River.  Second, Figure 5.4-4 shows that surface water sampling events at the RM 2 and Multnomah Channel sample transects did not occur during these flow reversal periods; rather, sampling was conducted when the Willamette River flow was in the downstream direction, and flows split between Multnomah Channel and the main stem.  This indicates that surface water samples collected at RM 2 and Multnomah Channel are representative of Willamette River water and are not strongly influenced by mixing with Columbia River water.          


Tidal action also compounds the hydrology and interplay of the two rivers, and affects the Willamette River upstream as far as Portland Harbor and beyond.  The high (i.e., flood) tide can influence Willamette River levels by up to 3 ft in Portland Harbor when the river is at a low stage.  These tidal fluctuations can result in short-term flow reversals (i.e., upstream flow) in Portland Harbor during times of low river stage combined with large flood tides.  Tidal changes were observed at multiple stations during the surface water sampling events.  At this time, there is not adequate high-resolution discharge information to determine the potential influence of tidal fluctuations and water mixing on surface water sampling results; however, the overall tidal impact is not expected to be significant.



    

5.4.3 Suspended Solids


Suspended sediment loads are potentially an important component of the Lower Willamette River physical system. TSS data have been collected as part of the surface water data collection effort to understand distributions and patterns of contaminant concentrations.  As stated in Section 3, evaluations overall indicate that a positive correlation exists between TSS concentrations and flow rate in the Lower Willamette River.  

Organic carbon is present in both suspended sediment and the dissolved phase.  This organic carbon comes from a range of natural sources including watershed inputs, such as the dissolution and decay of plant material and soil organic matter, and in-river sources such as phytoplankton.  In some locations anthropogenic sources such as petroleum may be significant. Hydrophobic compounds, for example persistent organic pollutants, such as PCBs, dioxin/furans, and chlorinated pesticides, tend to accumulate in the organic fraction (foc) of sediments and soils, although they can be present in aqueous solution due to due to the dissolved organic carbon (DOC) and the presence of colloids
 in the water column. Organic carbon in the suspended sediment is a strong determinant in the adsorption of organic contaminants (i.e., persistent organic pollutants) with low aqueous solubilities. DOC is important in the transport of metals in the aquatic systems.  Metals can be strongly complexed by DOC, enhancing metal solubility while also reducing metal bioavailability.


Figures 5.4-5 and 5.4-6 present the foc on the TSS in each surface water sample as a function of flow rate and river mile, respectively.  The surface water transect particulate and dissolved organic carbon data are presented by event on Figures 5.4-7 and 5.4-8.  The foc values on the TSS range from 0 to 20 percent in the low flow samples and 0 to 50 percent in the storm water-influenced samples.  Conversely, the foc on the TSS in high flow samples is distinctly lower, ranging from 0 to less than 4 percent, suggesting the introduction of suspended particles with low organic carbon content during high flow events.  Generally low foc values may be a function of larger particles (lower surface area per volume and therefore fewer organic carbon binding sites) introduced during high flow conditions. 

Figure 5.4-9 presents a scatter plot of foc and TSS that summarizes the overall trend of solids concentrations and foc in the data set.  High flow samples tend to exhibit lower foc associated with TSS.  The shape of the curve is largely driven by the fact that foc is a function of TSS.  The suspended solids associated with the storm water-influenced samples appear to have the highest levels of organic carbon content.  The TSS concentrations and corresponding foc values vary somewhat between flow types, and the low flow samples appear to fall between the high flow and storm water-influenced samples based on the level of organic carbon.  There is the possibility that there may be local nearshore effects at the point of discharge that were not captured in the surface water sampling data set.


5.4.4 Total PCBs in Surface Water

Total PCB data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All PCB surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-12 by sample event and sample ID number.

Dissolved and particulate PCB congener concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters and PCB Aroclor concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-10 and 5.4-11.

Total PCB concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is presented on Figure 5.4-12. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.  

Figures 5.4-13a-b present a scatter plot of all total PCB surface water data. Note the symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow.)

5.4.4.1 Total PCB Data 


Total PCBs were analyzed as PCB Aroclors by EPA method 8081 in 53 of the total 180 peristaltic samples collected; 42 SP-NB samples, eight SP-VI samples, and three transect EDI-VI sample. High-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) were analyzed as PCB congeners by HRGC/HRMS in 120.5
 of the total 121 XAD samples collected; 25 SP-NS samples, 39.5 SP-NB samples, 32 transect EDI-VI samples, 12 transect EDI-NS samples, and 12 transect EDI-NB samples.  

PCB Aroclors were not detected in the majority of the peristaltic samples (47 of 53 nondetect samples) with detection limits ranging from 0.0025 to 0.0027 µg/L, which is four orders of magnitude greater than the Oregon water quality criterion for human health (6.4 × 10-6 µg/L), although below the chronic Oregon water quality criterion for aquatic life (0.014 µg/L) and the MCL (0.5 µg/L). 

Detections of PCB Aroclors were limited to six single-point samples collected during the Round 2A low flow event at the following stations: 

· W001 (RM 2.0E), 

· W004 (RM 3.7E-head of International Slip), 

· W014 (RM 6.9E) and 

· W022 (RM 9.7W). 

Detected PCB Aroclor  concentrations for SP-NB samples range from 0.0059 J µg/L to 0.0149 J µg/L; only one SP-VI sample (W014) was detected at 0.017 µg/L.  


Total PCB congener concentrations, calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) concentrations, were detected in all samples.  The following discussion is based on the Total PCB congener data.

5.4.4.2 PCB Relationships to River Flow Conditions 

Total PCB concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows, sample types not samples are also listed: 


· SP-NS:
Not sampled;


· SP-NB:
0.000375 

J μg/L to 0.01198 J μg/L (station W013 at RM 6.9E);

· T-VI:
0.000274 
J µg/L to 0.000950 J µg/L (station W023E at RM 11); 


· T-EDI/NS:
0.000159 J µg/L to 0.000673 J µg/L (station W011 at RM 6.3); 

· T-EDI/NB:
0.000174 J µg/L to 0.000950 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and

· T-EDI/VI:
0.000171 J µg/L to 0.000608 J µg/L (station W023 at RM 11).

Total PCB concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow conditions ranged as follows:


· SP-NS: 
0.000182 J μg/L to 0.002586 J μg/L (station W030 at RM 5.5E);

· SP-NB:
0.000112 J μg/L to 0.000897 J μg/L (station W026 at RM 2.1E);

· T-VI: 
0.000121 J µg/L to 0.001290 J µg/L (station W025E at RM 2);

· T-EDI/NS:
0.000149 J µg/L to 0.000458 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9);

· T-EDI/NB:
0.000205 J µg/L to 0.000440 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and

· T-EDI/VI:
Not sampled.

Total PCB concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions, excluding the 2006 high flow event
, ranged as follows:


· SP-NS:
0.000111 J μg/L to 0.000749 J μg/L (station W035 in Swan Island Lagoon);

· SP-NB:
0.000149 J μg/L to 0.000703 J μg/L (station W035 in Swan Island Lagoon);

· T-VI:
0.000042 J µg/L to 0.000169 J µg/L (station W023E at RM 11
);

· T-EDI/NS:
0.0000783 J µg/L to 0.000250 J µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel);

· T-EDI/NB:
0.000705 J µg/L to 0.000391 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and

· T-EDI/VI:
Not sampled.

PCB concentrations were consistently lower in high flow samples compared to the low flow and storm water-influenced flow samples
 (Figure 5.4-12), suggesting dilution  at high flow rates overwhelm local effects and PCB concentrations.  All sample events show the concentrations at the RM 11 transect are consistently greater than RM 16 transect (Figure 5.4-12), indicating there are inputs of PCBs to the system in this reach. During three of the four low flow sampling events (March 2005, July 2005, and September 2006), concentrations increase between RM 11 and RM 6. However, the November 2004 low flow event did not show this same trend. Two of the low flow events (July 2005 and September 2006) show sustained elevated concentrations between RM 6 and RM 4. 

The February 2007 high flow sampling event shows increasing concentrations between RM 6 and RM 4; this trend is also apparent in the November 2006 storm water-influenced flow event. Only the storm water-influenced event shows increasing concentrations between RM 4 and RM 2.Two of the three highest total PCB concentrations at RM 11 were from the sampling stations on the east side of the channel (Figure 5.4-10),.  
The second highest result at RM 11 was from a Round 2A vertically- and horizontally-integrated transect, and the field crew noted storm water runoff entering the east side of the channel during collection of this sample (Jones 2007, pers. comm.).

5.4.4.3 Spatial Distribution 
of PCBs

None of the sample results exceeds the MCL for PCBs (0.5 µg/L). 

Total PCB Aroclor results from two sample stations exceeded the chronic ODEQ WQC for aquatic life (0.014 µg/L): W004 (RM 3.7 at the head of International Slip) and W014 (RM 6.9E in Willamette Cove).  All the sample results exceed the ODEQ WQC for human health (0.0000064 µg/L) by one to four orders of magnitude. The majority of the highest total PCB concentrations (>0.001 μg/L) were associated with single-point samples collected during low flow conditions.  

The highest detected concentrations (>0.01 μg/L) were collected at the following stations: 

· W004 (RM 3.7E at the head of International Slip), 

· W013 and W014 (RM 6.9E in Willamette Cove). 

The next highest detected concentrations (between 0.01 and 0.001 μg/L) were collected at the following stations during low flow conditions: 

· W001 (RM 2.0E), 

· W015 (RM 6.9W), 

· W016 (RM 7.2W), 

· W018 (in Swan Island Lagoon), 

· W022 (RM 9.7W),

· 





and during the storm water-influenced flow event at the following stations: 

· W025E (RM 2.0), 

· W028 (RM 3.6E), and 

· W030 (RM 5.5). 

These data suggest that local PCB sources may exist in these regions of the Study Area. The range of total PCB concentrations within the complete data set across the Study Area was fairly consistent between RM 11 and 2 (Figure 5.4-13a and b), excluding the highest single-point concentrations, and elevated concentrations near the east side of the river at RM 6.7.



 Within the Study Area, total PCB concentrations continued to increase between RM 11 and RM 4 in six of seven transect-based sampling events (the sole exception is the November 2004 low-flow sampling event).  Total PCB concentrations at both RM 2 and in Multnomah Channel transects generally decreased from those at RM 4 but remained higher than those at RM 16.  An exception to this was the RM 2 total PCB concentration from the November 2006 stormwater-influenced event, which was higher than other transect concentrations measured in that event.   



5.4.5 Total PCDD/Fs and TCDD TEQ in Surface Water


Total PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ surface water sample results are presented in Tables 5.4-13 and 5.4-14 by sample event and sample ID number.


Dissolved and particulate PCDD/F congener concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters and concentrations from the peristaltic pump samples are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-14 and 5.4-15. Dissolved and particulate TCDD TEQ concentrations in surface water are presented similarly on Figures 5.4-18 and 5.4-19.

Total PCDD/F concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is presented on Figure 5.4-16. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.  

Figure 5.4-17 presents a scatter plot of all Total PCDD/F surface water data. Note the symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm-water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.5.1 Total PCDD/Fs and TCDD TEQ Data 

5.4.5.1.1 Total PCDD/Fs Data

Total PCDD/Fs were analyzed as PCDD/F congeners in high-volume surface water samples by HRGC/HRMS in 79 of the total 121 XAD samples collected; 7 SP-NS samples, 16 SP-NB samples, 12 transect EDI-VI samples, 20 SP-VI samples, 12 transect EDI-NS samples, and 12 transect EDI-NB samples.  Total PCDD/F congener concentrations, calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) concentrations, were detected in all samples. 

5.4.5.1.2 TCDD TEQ Data


TCDD TEQ were calculated in 79 of the total 123 XAD samples collected; 7 SP-NS samples, 16 SP-NB samples, 12 transect EDI-VI samples, 20 SP-VI samples, 12 transect EDI-NS samples, and 12 transect EDI-NB samples.  Stacked bar graphs depicting TCDD TEQ concentrations in the surface water dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) samples by flow condition and river mile are presented on Figures 5.4-18 and 5.4-19. TCDD TEQ concentrations, calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) TCDD toxicity equivalent concentrations of each dioxin/furan congener, were detected in all samples. 

5.4.5.2 PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ Relationships to River Flow Conditions 

5.4.5.2.1 PCDD/F Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Total PCDD/F concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows:


· SP-NS:
Not sampled;


· SP-NB:
0.000031 μg/L to 0.000162 μg/L (station W013 at RM 6.9E);


· T-VI:
0.000006 J µg/L to 0.000027 J µg/L (station W023E at RM 11);

· T-EDI/NS:
8.49 × 10-6 J µg/L to 0.000026 J µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel);

· T-EDI/NB:
9.31 × 10-6 J µg/L to 0.000052 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and

· T-EDI/VI:
0.000017 J µg/L to 0.000050 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9).

Total PCDD/F concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow conditions ranged as follows:


· SP-NS: 
0.000036 J μg/L to 0.000054 J μg/L (station W035 in Swan Island Lagoon)


· SP-NB:
0.000039 μg/L to 0.000055 J μg/L (station W032 at RM 6.9E);


· T-VI:

5.51 ×10-6 J µg/L to 0.000118 µg/L (station W023E at RM 11);


· T-EDI/NS:
0.000019 J µg/L to 0.000052 µg/L (station W011 at RM 6.3);


· T-EDI/NB:
0.000026 µg/L to 0.000050 µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and


· T-EDI/VI:
Not sampled.


Total PCDD/F concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows:


· SP-NS:
0.000025 μg/L to 0.000074 μg/L (station W035 in Swan Island Lagoon);

· SP-NB:
0.000027 J μg/L to 0.000075 μg/L (station W035 in Swan Island Lagoon);


· T-VI:
0.000005 J µg/L to 0.000031 J µg/L (station W023E at RM 11);


· T-EDI/NS:
0.0000097 J µg/L to 0.000030 J µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel);


· T-EDI/NB:
0.000008 J µg/L to 0.000029 µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel); and


· T-EDI/VI:
Not sampled.


Figure 5.4-16 shows that there does not appear to be an overall trend between total PCDD/F values and flow conditions. All sample events show the concentrations at the RM 11 transect are consistently greater than concentrations at the RM 16 transect (Figure 5.4-16), indicating there are inputs of total PCDD/Fs to the system in this reach. During three of the four low flow sampling events (March 2005, July 2005, and September 2006), concentrations of PCDD/Fs increase between RM 11 and RM 6.3. The July 2005 low flow event show increasing concentrations between RM 6.3 and RM 3.9. The storm water-influenced flow event shows concentration peaks at RM 11 and RM 2; the February 2007 high flow event shows a similar pattern. Concentrations of PCDD/Fs leaving the Study Area in Multnomah Channel were consistently higher than RM 16 upstream of the Study Area, while concentrations at RM 2 were consistently lower than RM 16 and Multnomah Channel. 

5.4.5.2.2 TCDD TEQ Relationship to River Flow Conditions

TCDD TEQ concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows:


· SP-NS:
Not sampled;


· SP-NB:
1.1x10-7 μg/L to 9.17x10-7 μg/L (station W013 at RM 6.9E);


· T-VI:
1.81x10-8 J µg/L to 6.43x10-8 J µg/L (station W023E at RM 11);


· T-EDI/NS:
2.69x10-8 J µg/L to 9.17x10-8 J µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel);


· T-EDI/NB:
3.14x10-8 J µg/L to 1.97x10-7 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and


· T-EDI/VI:
4.3x10-8 J µg/L to 3.27x10-7 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9).

TCDD TEQ concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow conditions ranged as follows:


· SP-NS:
7.77x10-8 J μg/L to 1.36x10-7 J μg/L (station W035 in Swan Island Lagoon);


· SP-NB:
1.01x10-7 μg/L to 2.12x10-7 J μg/L (station W033 at RM 7W);


· T-VI:
1.33x10-8 J µg/L to 2.78x10-7 µg/L (station W023E at RM 11);


· T-EDI/NS:
3.73x10-8 J µg/L to 1.38x10-7 µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel);


· T-EDI/NB:
7.7x10-8 µg/L to 1.09x10-7 µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel);


· T-EDI/VI:
Not sampled.


TCDD TEQ concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions, excluding the 2006 high flow event
, ranged as follows:


· SP-NS:
5.09x10-8 μg/L to 1.68x10-7 μg/L (station W035 in Swan Island Lagoon);


· SP-NB:
4.91x10-8 J μg/L to 1.49x10-7 μg/L (station W035 in Swan Island Lagoon);


· T-VI:
1.13x10-8 J µg/L to 6.57x10-8 J µg/L (station W023E at RM 11);


· T-EDI/NS:
2.38x10-8 J µg/L to 6.73x10-8 J µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel);


· T-EDI/NB:
1.65x10-8 J µg/L to 6.82x10-8 µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9); and


T-EDI/VI:
Not sampled.

5.4.5.3 Spatial Distribution of PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ

There are no ODEQ WQC for total PCDD/F. None of the sample results exceed the MCL for TCDD TEQ (3x10-5 µg/L) or the 
ODEQ chronic AWQC for aquatic life (3.8x10-5 µg/L).  All the sample results exceed the ODEQ TCDD WQC for human health (5.1x10-10 µg/L) by one to three orders of magnitude. However, this value is significantly lower than analytical detection limits. The majority of the highest total concentrations (>1x10-7 μg/L) were associated with both transect and single-point samples collected predominantly during low flow and storm water-induced flow conditions.  

The highest concentrations 

were collected at the following stations during low flow events:


· W005 (transect at RM 3.9),


· W011 (transect at RM 6.3),


· W013 (RM 6.9E), and


· W015 (RM 6.9W)


and during the storm water-influenced flow event at the following stations: 


· W005 (transect at RM 3.9),


· W023 (RM 11E),


· W027 (transect in Multnomah Channel),


· W032 (RM 6.9E),


· W033 (RM 7.0W), and


· W035 (Swan Island Lagoon).


The only sample with a relatively high concentration collected during high flow events was in Swan Island Lagoon.

5.4.6 Total DDx

 in Surface Water

DDx data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d and 5.4-11a-d. All DDx surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-15 by sample event and sample ID number.


Dissolved and particulate DDx concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters and DDx concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event on Figure 5.4-20 and by river mile/channel position on Figure 5.4-21.


DDx concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate are presented on Figure 5.4-22. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.  


Figures 5.4-23a-b present a scatter plot of all DDx surface water data. Note the symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow.)

5.4.6.1 DDx Data 

DDx contaminants were analyzed by EPA method 8081A in 84 of the total 180 peristaltic samples collected; 59 SP-NB samples, 16 SP-NS samples, eight SP-VI samples, and one T-NS samples. High-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) were analyzed for DDx contaminants by AXYS Method MLA-028 (Rev 1 or 2)
 in 93 of the total 121 XAD samples collected; 26 SP-NB samples, 11SP-NS samples, 12 T-NB samples, 12 T-NS samples, and 32 T-VI samples.

DDx contaminants were not detected in the majority of the peristaltic samples (55 of 84 nondetect samples) with detection limits ranging from 0.000472 to 0.0016 µg/L. Most

 of the detection limits are less than the chronic Oregon water quality criterion for aquatic life (0.001 µg/L for 4,4'-DDT); only five of the non-detect samples exceed 0.001 µg/L.


DDx contaminants were detected in all but one (LW3-W3023-M-F) of the XAD samples (column sample or filter sample).

5.4.6.2 DDx Relationships to River Flow Conditions

DDx concentrations are subsequently listed as measured in the peristaltic samples or calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) concentrations. DDx concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

· SP-NB:
4.92 × 10-5  J µg/L to 0.0187 J µg/L (station W001 at RM 2.0E)


· SP-NS:
Not sampled

· SP-VI:
All samples non-detect peristaltic samples.

· T-NB:
6.86 × 10-5 J µg/L to 0.000546 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9)


· T-NS:
6.02 × 10-5 J µg/L to 0.0005 J µg/L (station W027 at Multnomah Channel)

· T-VI:
4.28 × 10-5 

J µg/L to 0.000322 J µg/L (station W025 W at RM 2)

DDx concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):


· SP-NB: 
0.000101 J µg/L to 0.0047 J µg/L (station W037 at RM 9.6W)


· SP-NS: 
0.0000767 J µg/L to 0.0026 J µg/L (stations W038 at RM 9.9E and station W036 at RM 8.6 W)


· SP-VI: 
Not sampled

· T-NB: 
0.000092 J µg/L to 0.000201 J µg/L (station W011 at RM 6.3)


· T-NS: 
0.00000580 J µg/L to 0.00015 J µg/L (station 
W027 in Multnomah Channel)


· T-VI: 
0.0001 J µg/L to  0.000184 J µg/L (station W025 W at RM 2)

DDx concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):

· SP-NB:
0.00018 J µg/L to 0.00205 J µg/L (station W037 at RM 9.6W)


· SP-NS:
0.00017 J µg/L to 0.00096 J µg/L (station W029 at RM 4.4W)

· SP-VI:
Not sampled

· T-NB:
0.000375 J µg/L to  0.000578 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9)


· T-NS:
0.000346 J µg/L to  0.000535 J  µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9)

· T-VI:
0.00016 J  µg/L to  0.000618 J  µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9)

With the exception of the highest total DDx concentrations that were measured at RM 6.9 and 7.2 and a single high concentration measured at RM 2 (March 2005), the range of total DDx concentrations detected was fairly consistent. Total DDx concentrations in surface water transect stations (Figure 5.4-23a-b) were generally higher in high flow samples than in those associated with the low flow and storm water-influenced samples. 

5.4.6.3 DDx Spatial Distribution

Results from twenty sample stations exceeded the chronic Oregon water quality criterion for aquatic life (0.001 µg/L for 4,4'-DDT) by a factor of 1 to 19.

The highest concentrations (>0.003 μg/L) were collected at the following stations during low flow events: 


· W001 (RM 2.0E), 


· W015 (RM 6.9W) on three dates, and


· W016 (RM 7.2W),


and during the storm water-influenced flow event at stations:


· W030 (RM 5.5E), and


· W037 (RM 9.6W).


The highest XAD concentrations were measured in single‑point samples collected during low flow conditions near the middle of the Study Area at RM 6.9 (station W015; 0.00359 to 0.00766 µg/L) and RM 7.2 (station W016; 0.00124 J to 0.00976 µg/L).  Excluding these higher concentrations, the overall range of observed concentrations across the Study Area and upstream to RM 16 was fairly consistent.  High flow transect samples showed upstream concentrations that were greater than low flow and stormwater influenced concentrations in the study area (Figure 5.4-22).  The storm water-influenced and low flow sample increased between rivermiles 11 and 6; and decreased downstream, 


5.4.7 Total PAHs in Surface Wate
r


PAH data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All PAH surface water samples are presented in Table 5.4-16 by sample event and sample ID number.


Dissolved and particulate PAH concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters and PAH concentrations from the peristaltic pump samples are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event in Figures 5.4-24 and by river mile/channel position in Figures 5.4-25.

PAH concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate are presented in Figure 5.4-26. The values presented in this figure are averages of all measurements collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.  


Figure 5.4-27 presents a scatter plot of all PAH surface water data. Note the symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow.

5.4.7.1 Total PAH Data


PAHs were analyzed by HRGC/LRMS in 174 of the 180 samples
;
 83 SP-NB, 26 SP-NS, 8 SB-VI, 12 T-NB, 12 T-NS, and 33 T-VI samples. High-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) were analyzed by HRGC/HRMS in 85 of the total 121 XAD samples;  22 SP-NB, 7 SP-NS, 12 T-NB, 12 T-NS, and 32 T-VI samples.  

PAHs were detected in over half of the peristaltic samples (101 of 174 samples) with detection limits for the non-detects ranging from 0.0065 to 0.043 µg/L.  PAHs were detected in all the XAD samples (column sample or filter sample or both). The detection limits in non-detect peristaltic samples were well below the MCL for benzo(a)pyrene (0.2 µg/L)
.
The highest detected PAH value of 7.4 µg/L (station W031 at RM 6.1) is well below the Oregon-specific water quality guidance for freshwater aquatic life the only two PAH for which there is any such guidance (acenaphthene: 520 µg/L, and naphthalene: 620 µg/L). 

Detected PAH concentrations are subsequently listed as measured in the peristaltic samples or calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) concentrations. 

5.4.7.2 PAH Relationships to River Flow Conditions

Detected PAH concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum): 

· SP-NB:
0.0026 J  µg/L to 2.5 J  µg/L (station W012 at RM 6.3W)


· SP-NS:
Not sampled

· SP-VI:

0..0049 J  µg/L to  0.0413 J  µg/L (station W020 at RM 9.1 (Swan Island Lagoon))


· T-NB:

0.0045 J  µg/L to  0.0661J  µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9)


· T-NS:

0.0061 J  µg/L to  0 J  µg/L (station W027 at RM Multnomah Channel)


· T-VI:

0.0039 J  µg/L to  0.065 J  µg/L (station W023 at RM 11)

PAH concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):


· SP-NB: 
0.0059 J  µg/L to  0.045J  µg/L (Station W033at RM 7.0W)


· SP-NS: 
0.0061 J µg/L to  0.0507 J  µg/L (Station W033at RM 7.0W)


· SP-VI: 
Not sampled

· T-NB: 
0.0041J µg/L to  0.029 J  µg/L (Station W005 
at RM 3.9)


· T-NS: 
0.00129 J µg/L to  0.0389 J  µg/L (Station W005 at RM 73.9)


· T-VI: 
0.00279 J µg/L to  0.022J  µg/L (Station W025 E at RM 2)

PAH concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):


· SP-NB:
0.00104 J µg/L to  7.4 J µg/L  (Station W031 at RM 6.1W)


· SP-NS:
0.0047 J µg/L to  0.27 J µg/L  (Station W036 at RM 8.6W)


· SP-VI:
Not sampled

· T-NB:
0.0086 J µg/L to  0.023  µg/L  (Station W005 at RM 3.9)


· T-NS:
0.0064 J µg/L to  0..021 J µg/L  (Station W005at RM 3.9)


· T-VI:
0.0056 J µg/L to  0.059 J µg/L  (Station W005 at RM 3.9)


PAH concentrations were generally higher in low flow samples as compared to the high flow and storm water-influenced flow samples, suggesting that inflow concentrations at high flow rates overwhelm local effects and dilute the PAH concentrations (Figure 5.4-24
).  For all but storm water events the transect samples (Figure 5.4-26) show slightly increased concentrations between the RM 11 and RM 16 transects), indicating there may be inputs of PAHs to the system in this reach. Some events, three of the four low flow sampling events (November 2004, July 2005, and September 2006), one high flow event (January 2006), and the storm water event (November 2006), show increases in concentrations between RM 11 and RM 6. However, the March 2005 low flow event did not show this same trend.  Two of the low flow events (July 2005 and September 2006), the stormwater events (November 2006), and one of the high flow events (February 2007) show increasing concentrations between between RM 6 and RM 4. 

5.4.7.3 Spatial Distribution
 of PAHs

Elevated sample concentrations for total PAHs were recorded at the following stations:


· W031 (RM 6.1W) 7.4 µg/L (February 2007, high flow)


· W012 (RM 6.3W) 2.5 µg/L (July 2005, low flow)


· W012 (RM 6.3W) 1.3 µg/L (November 2004, low flow)


· W021 (RM 8.7 in Swan Island Lagoon) 0.288 µg/L (July 2005, low flow) 


· W036 (RM 8.6W) 0.27 µg/L (February 2007, high flow)


· W015 (RM 6.9W) 0.231 µg/L (July 2005, low flow)


All but the last of these were measured in Persistaltic samples.  The first three appear to be outliers on the distribution of Peristaltic samples
.  All measured concentrations are below the two ODEQ guidance values for freshwater aquatic life (acenaphthene: 520 µg/L, and naphthalene: 620 µg/L).  

5.4.8 BEHP in Surface Water


BEHP data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All BEHP surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-17 by sample event and sample ID number.

Dissolved and particulate BEHP concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters and BEHP concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-28 and 5.4-29, respectively.


BEHP concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate are presented on Figure 5.4-30. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.

Figure 5.4-31 presents a scatter plot of all BEHP surface water data. Note the symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow.  


5.4.8.1 BEHP Data 

BEHP was analyzed by EPA methods 8270C or 525.2 in 174 of the total 180 peristaltic samples collected; 83 SP-NB samples, 26 SP-NS samples, eight SP-VI samples, 12 T-NB samples, 12 T-NS samples, and 33 T-VI samples. BEHP was analyzed in high-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) by AXYS Method MLA-027 Rev 01
 in 24 of the total 121 XAD samples collected; 15 SP-NB samples and nine T-VI samples.  

BEHP was not detected in the majority of the peristaltic samples (158 of 174 samples) with detection limits ranging from 0.098 to 4.1 µg/L
.  



Detections of BEHP were limited to 15 samples collected during the Round 3A sampling event at the following stations: 


· W005 (T-NS and T-NB; RM 3.9), 


· W011 (T-NB; RM 6.3), 


· W023 (T-VI; RM 11 M), 


· W024 (T-NB; RM 16),


· W025 (T-VI; RM 2E and W),


· W027 (T-NB; Multnomah Channel),


· W029 (SP-NB; RM 4.4W),


· W032 (SP-NB; RM 6.7E),


· W033 (SP-NS; RM 7.0W), and


· W036 (SP-NS; RM 8.6W).


Detected BEHP concentrations in peristaltic samples ranged from 0.7 µg/L to 6.8 J µg/L.  During low flow conditions, BEHP was detected in four samples at concentrations ranging from 0.7 µg/L to 1.5 µg/L (T-VI sample; station W025 Eat RM 2).  During storm water-influenced flow conditions, BEHP was detected in one T-NB sample at a concentration of 6.8 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9).  During high flow conditions, BEHP was detected in 11 samples at concentrations ranging from 0.98 J µg/L to 3.5 J µg/L (SP-NB sample; station W032 at RM 6.7E).


BEHP concentrations, calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) concentrations, were detected in nine of 24 samples, all collected during low flow conditions.  BEHP concentrations in these samples ranged as follows: 


· SP-NB:
0.0078 J μg/L to 0.033 μg/L (station W015 at RM 6.9W);

· T-VI:
0.0091 J µg/L to 0.023 J µg/L (station W023 at RM 11); and

· SP-NS, SP-VI, T-NS, T-NB:
No detects.

5.4.8.2 BEHP Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Detected BEHP concentrations and frequencies were relatively consistent regardless of flow rate. The frequency of detection was 5% for low flow event peristaltic sampling results; 24% for high flow event peristaltic sampling results; 3% for storm water flow peristaltic sampling events, and 38% for low flow event XAD sampling results.


Detected BEHP concentrations in low flow peristaltic samples ranged from 0.7 to 1.5 µg/L (station W025 E at RM 2) in September 2006.  Detected BEHP concentrations in high flow peristaltic samples ranged from 0.98 J to 3.5 J µg/L (station W032 at RM 6.9E) in February 2007. BEHP was detected in only one of 37 storm water-influenced flow samples at a concentration of 6.8 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9) in November 2006. 

Detected BEHP concentrations in low flow XAD samples ranged from 0.0078 J µg/L to 0.033 µg/L (station W015 at RM 6.9W).


5.4.8.3 Spatial Distribution of BEHP

One sample result exceeds the MCL for BEHP (6 µg/L). 
All the detected peristaltic and three detected XAD samples exceed the ODEQ human health criteria of 0.2 µg/L.The highest concentrations (>3 μg/L) were collected at the following stations: 


· W005 (RM 3.9),


· W032 (RM 6.9E). 


The next highest concentrations (>1.5 μg/L but <3 µg/L) were collected at the following stations during high flow conditions: 


· W036 (RM 8.6W), 


· W011 (RM 6.3), 


· W024 (RM 16), 


· W029 (RM 4.4W), and 


· W025 (RM 2E).

5.4.9 Total Chlordanes in Surface Water

Total chlordanes data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All chlordanes surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-18 by sample event and sample ID number.


Total chlordanes concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters as well as concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow events and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-32 and 5.4-33, respectively.

Total chlordane concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is presented on Figure 5.4-34. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.  

Figure 5.4-35 presents a scatter plot of total chlordane surface water data. Note the symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.9.1 Total Chlordanes Data

Total chlordanes were analyzed by EPA Method 8081A for all of the 84 of 180 peristaltic samples collected.  High-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) were analyzed for total chlordanes by the AXYS method for pesticides for 93 of  121 XAD samples collected.  

Chlordanes were not detected in the majority of the peristaltic samples (78 of 84 nondetect samples) with total chlordane concentrations ranging from 0.00029 µg/L to 0.0021 µg/L and detection limits for undetected results ranging from 0.000472 to 0.0024 µg/L. Total chlordanes were detected in all 93 XAD column (dissolved) samples with detected concentrations ranging from  6.72 × 10-6  µg/L to 5.57 × 10-5  µg/L.  Total chlordanes were detected in XAD samples at concentrations ranging from 7.32 × 10-6 to 2.41 × 10-4 µg/L .  All of these detected and undetected results are below the acute (2.4 µg/L) and chronic (0.0043 µg/L) Oregon water quality criteria for aquatic life as well as the MCL (2 µg/L

. All of the peristaltic detected and undetected results are greater than the Oregon water quality criterion for human health (0.000081 µg/L) that is protective of drinking water plus the consumption of organisms. The majority of the XAD samples, calculated as the sum of the XAD column and XAD filter, are less than this criterion; only six sample results exceed the criterion, with concentrations ranging from 0.000083 µg/L to 0.00024 µg/L. These results suggest that the XAD samples analyzed using the AXYS method for pesticides achieved sufficiently low detection limits to determine that total chlordanes are below applicable human health and ecological criteria in the majority of samples.
 

5.4.9.2 Total Chlordanes Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Detected total chlordanes concentrations were relatively consistent, with concentrations slightly higher during high flow conditions. A total of twelve samples (six peristaltic, six XAD) exceed the ODEQ human health criterion of 8.1 × 10-5  µg/L. Of the samples  that exceed the criterion and eight are from the high flow events conducted in February and March 2007, and there are two each from low flow and stormwater influenced events.. 


Detected total chlordane concentrations 
in samples collected during low-flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum): 

· SP-NB: 1.73 × 10-5 to 0.0021 µg/L (station W002, RM 2W)

· SP-NS: Not Sampled

· SP-VI: Not detected.

· Transect-NB: 2.23 × 10-5 to 5.88 × 10-5 µg/L (station W005, RM 3.9)

· Transect-NS: 2.27 × 10-5 to 4.48 × 10-5 µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel)

· Transect-VI: 1.34 × 10-5 to 3.70 × 10-5 µg/L (station W011, RM 6.3)

 Detected total chlordane concentrations in samples collected during high-flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum): 

· SP-NB: 4.46 × 10-5 to 0.0006  µg/L(station W030, RM 5.5E)


· SP-NS: 4.77 × 10-5 to 0.00051  µg/L (station W030, RM 5.5E)


· SP-VI: Not sampled.


· Transect-NB: 4.83 × 10-5 to 9.43 × 10-5 µg/L (station W005, RM 3.9)


· Transect-NS: 3.84 × 10-5 to 9.07 × 10-5 µg/L (station W005, RM 3.9)


· Transect-VI: 3.36 × 10-5 to 9.11 × 10-5 µg/L (station W023 E, RM 11)

Detected total chlordane concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced  conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum): 

· SP-NB: 9.98× 10-6 to 3.61 × 10-5 µg/L (station W033, RM 7W)


· SP-NS: 7.32 × 10-6 to 0.0016 µg/L (station W036, RM 8.6W)


· SP-VI: Not sampled.


· Transect-NB: 2.12 × 10-5 to 3.66 × 10-5 µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel)


· Transect-NS: 1.66 × 10-5 to 3.76 × 10-5 µg/L (station W027 in Multnomah Channel)


· Transect-VI: 1.34 × 10-5 to 2.14 × 10-5 µg/L(station W023 E at RM 11).

5.4.9.3 Spatial Distribution of Total Chlordanes

None of the sample results exceed the 2 µg/L drinking water MCL for total chlordanes, or 
the ODEQ ecological acute (2.4 µg/L) or chronic (0.0043 µg/L) criteria for the protection of aquatic life.  Each of the four detected concentrations from peristaltic samples exceed the ODEQ WQC for human health (0.000081 µg/L). Detection limits were higher for the peristalitic samples than the XAD samples. The samples with concentrations greater than the human health criterion were collected at the following stations:  


· W002 (RM 2.2W),


· W029 4.4W, and


· W030 5.5E, NS and NB.  


The sample from station W002 was collected during the low flow event conducted in July 2005 and the samples from stations W029 and W030 were collected during the high flow event conducted in March 2007.


Lower detection limits were achieved for the XAD samples. Total chlordanes were detected in each of the 76 XAD samples with concentrations in five samples slightly exceeding the AWQC for human health (0.000081 µg/L). The samples were collected at the following stations: 


· W005 (RM 3.9) (two samples), 


· W015 (RM 6.9W), 


· W023E (RM 11E) and


· W031 (RM 6.1W), 


The sample from station W015 was collected during low flow conditions in November 2004; the samples from stations W015 and W023 were collected during high flow conditions in March 2007. The sample from station W031 was collected during high flow conditions in February 2007. The low detection limits for the XAD samples and the low frequency of exceedance of the human health AWQC criterion suggest that specific inputs of  total chlordanes do not exist in the Study Area. .   


5.4.10 Aldrin In Surface Water
 

Aldrin data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All aldrin surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-19 by sample event and sample ID number.


Dissolved and particulate aldrin concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters and aldrin concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event type on Figures 5.4-36 and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-37.

Aldrin concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is presented on Figures 5.4-38. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.  


Figure 5.4-39 presents a scatter plot of all aldrin surface water data. Note the symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.10.1 Aldrin Data

Aldrin was measured by EPA method 8081A in 84 of the total 180 peristaltic sample events
; 
59 SP-NB, 16 SP-NS, 8 SB-VI, 0T-NB, and 1 T-NS samples. High-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) were analyzed by HRGC/HRMS in93 of the total 121 XAD samples collected; 26 SP-NB, 11 SP-NS, 12 T-NB, 12 T-NS, and 32 T-VI samples.  

With one exception, Aldrin was not detected 
in any of the peristaltic samples, with detection limits ranging from 0.000057 to 0.0058 µg/L; all but 3 of these detection limits were less than 0.001 µg/L. The single detect was a SP-NB measurement of 0.0052 μg/L at W030 (RM 5.5E) during high flow.  This was 319 times the highest detect in the XAD data (discussed below), and the non-detect SP-NS sample at the same location and time had the (higher) detection level of 0.0058 µg/L
.  For comparison, the ODEQ water quality criterion for human health is 0.000005 µg/L, 

Aldrin concentrations, calculated as the sum of the dissolved (XAD column) and particulate (XAD filter) concentrations, 
were detected in 81 of the 93 samples, with detection limits in the non-detects ranging from 0.000000613 to 0.0000062 μg/L.   

 5.4.10.2 Aldrin Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Detected aldrin concentrations in samples collected during low-flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum): 

· SP-NB:
 0.00000031 J µg/L to  0.0000163 J µg/L (station W015 at RM 6.9W)


· SP-NS:
 Not sampled


· SP-VI:
 Not sampled


· T-NB:
 0.00000439 J µg/L to  0.00000662 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9)


· T-NS:
 0.000001791 J µg/L to  0.0000046 J µg/L (station W027 at Multnomah Channel)


· T-VI:
 0.000000296 J µg/L to  0.00000409 J µg/L (station W025E at RM 2)

Detected aldrin concentrations in samples collected during storm water-influenced flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):


· SP-NB:
 0.00000141 J µg/L to  0.00000367 J µg/L (station W033 at RM 7.0W)


· SP-NS:
 0.000000635 J µg/L to  0.00000484 J µg/L (station W033 at RM 7.0W)


· SP-VI:
 Not sampled


· T-NB:
 0.00000201 J µg/L to  0.00000575 J µg/L (station W027 at Multnomah Channel)


· T-NS:
 0.00000204 J µg/L to  0.00000263 J µg/L (station W027 at Multnomah Channel)


· T-VI:
 0.0000011 J µg/L to  0.00000326 J µg/L (station W025 W at RM 2)

Detected aldrin concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows (the station listed is for the maximum):


· SP-NB

:
 0.000000514 J µg/L to 0.00000407 J µg/L (station W033 at RM 7.0W)


· SP-NS:
 0.00000216 J µg/L to  0.00000352 J µg/L (station W035 at RM 8.5 in Swan Island Lagoon)


· SP-VI:
 Not sampled


· T-NB:
 0.00000281J µg/L to  0.00000475 J µg/L (station W027 at Multnomah Channel)


· T-NS:
 0.00000257 J µg/L to  0.000004 J µg/L (station W005 at RM 3.9)


· T-VI:
 0.00000124 J µg/L to  0.00000599 J µg/L (station W025 M at RM 2)

Aldrin 

concentrations were slightly lower in the low flow than in the high flow XAD samples.  Comparison with stormwater influenced samples is difficult due to the high frequency of non-detects.

Concentration trends along the river were examined by using T-VI XAD samples, either single samples (November 2004, March 2005, July 2005, January 2006, January 2007, March 2007) or averages of East, West, and Middle samples (September 2006, November 2006). Low flow samples are consistent in showing a decreasing concentration trend between RM 6 and 1 in the three events with suitable samples (November 2004, March 2005, July 2005), consistent with no sources in this range.  The high flow event of January 2006 and the storm water event of November 2006 indicate an increasing concentration between RM 3 and RM 1.  One low flow event (September 2006) and one high flow event (January 2007) showed an increase in concentration between RM 11 and RM 2, suggesting sources within that range, while a second high flow event (March 2007) showed a decrease in concentration.

 5.4.10.2 Spatial Distribution of Aldrin

Five detected XAD samples exceeded the ODEQ criterion for human health (water + organisms) of 0.000005 µg/L:


· W011
(RM 6.3 T-NB)


· W027
(Multnomah Channel T-NB)


· W025
(RM 2M T-VI)


· W005
(RM 3.9 T-NB)


· W015
(RM 6.9W SP-NB)

The highest XAD concentration measurement of 0.0000163 µg/L was in a SP-NB measurement at W015 (RM 6.9W) but the nearest available measurements in W032 and W033 and downriver in W011 do not suggest an area of elevated concentrations.

5.4.11 Dieldrin in Surface Water

Dieldrin data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-11. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All dieldrin surface water sample results are presented in Table 5.4-20 by sample event and sample ID number.


Dieldrin concentrations in surface water XAD columns and filters and dieldrin concentrations from the peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-40 and 5.4-41.

Dieldrin concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate is presented on Figure 5.4-42. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.  


Figure 5.4-43 presents a scatter plot of all dieldrin surface water data. Note the symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.11.1 Dieldrin Data 

Dieldrin was measured by EPA method 8081A in 84 of the total 180 peristaltic sample events; 

 59 SP-NB, 16 SP-NS, 8 SB-VI, 0T-NB, and 1 T-NS samples. High-volume surface water samples (XAD samples) were analyzed by HRGC/HRMS in 93 of the total 121 XAD samples collected; 26 SP-NB, 11 SP-NS, 12 T-NB, 12 T-NS, and 32 T-VI samples.  

The range of detected concentrations in the 3 SP-NB peristaltic samples in which dieldrin was detected was 0.0010 to 0.0012 μg/L (maximum value during high flow at both W036, RM 8.6, February 2007 and W028, RM 3.6E, March 2007).


Dieldrin concentrations, calculated as the sum of the XAD column and XAD filter concentrations, ranged from 0.0000167 to 0.000384 µg/L. The range of dieldrin concentrations measured under all flow conditions, by XAD sample type, are presented below.


· SP-NB:
0.0000227 to 0.00019 J μg/L (High Flow, station W033 at RM 7.0W)

· SP-NS:
0.0000319 J to 0.00018 J μg/L(High Flow, station W033 at RM 7.0W)

· T-NB:
0.0000306 J to 0.0001577 µg/L (High Flow, station W005 at RM 3.9)

· T-NS:
0.00000322 J to 0.0001593 J µg/L (High Flow, station W005 at RM 3.9)

· T-VI:
0.00001673 J to 0.0003837 J µg/L (High Flow, station W005 at RM 3.9)



5.4.11.2 Dieldrin Relationships to River Flow Conditions

Where detected, dieldrin concentrations were relatively consistent in both low flow and high flow samples, and were also relatively similar across sample types. The range of dieldrin concentrations by sample type 

are presented below.


Dieldrin concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows: 

· SP-NB:
0.0000227 to 0.0000625 μg/L (W015 at RM 6.9W, November 2004
)

· SP-NS:
Not Sampled

· SP-VI:
Not Sampled.

· T-NB:
0.00003481 J to 0.00004866 J µg/L (W005 at RM 3.5, September 2006)

· T-NS:
0.0000353 J to 0.00004703 J µg/L (W005 at RM 3.5, September 2006)

· T-VI:
0.00001673 J to 0.00004615 J µg/L (W023 W at RM 11, September 2006)

Dieldrin concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows: 

· SP-NB:
0.0001096 J to 0.00019 J μg/L (station W033 at RM 7.0W, February 2007)

· SP-NS:
0.0001085 J to 0.00018J μg/L (station W033 at RM 7.0W, February 2007)

· SP-VI: Not Sampled

· T-NB:
0.000099 to 0.0001577 µg/L (W027 at Multnomah Channel , February 2007)

· T-NS:
0.000071 to 0.0001593 J µg/L (W005 at RM 3.9, March 2007)

· T-VI:
0.000085 to 0.000384 µg/L (W005 at RM 3.9, January 2006)

Dieldrin concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions ranged as follows:

· SP-NB:
0.00003617 J to 0.00005005 J µg/L (W031 at RM 6.1W, November 2006)

· SP-NS:
0.0000319 J to 0.0000498 J µg/L (W031 at RM 6.1, November 2006)

· SP-VI: Not Sampled.

· T-NB:
0.0000306 J to 0.00004815 J µg/L (W024 at RM 16, November 2006)

· T-NS:
0.0000322 J to 0.00005367 J µg/L (W024 at RM 16, November 2006)

· T-VI:
0.0000251 J to 0.0000387 J µg/L (W023 E at RM 11, November 2006)

5.4.11.3 Spatial Distribution of Dieldrin

All of the surface water samples analyzed for dieldrin exceeded the human health ODEQ value developed to be protective of drinking water and consumption of organisms (5.3 × 10-6  µg/L). No sample result exceeded the ODEQ dieldrin chronic value  for protection of aquatic life (0.056 µg/L).

5.4.12 Arsenic in Surface Water

Arsenic data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.5-11a-d. All total and dissolved arsenic surface water sample results are presented in Tables 5.4-21a-b by sample event and sample ID number. Dissolved and particulate arsenic concentrations in surface water collected from  peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event on Figures 5.4-44 and by river mile/channel position on Figure 5.4-45.


Arsenic concentrations at the transect locations as a function of flow rate are presented on Figure 5.4-46. The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event.  

Figure 5.4-47 presents a scatter plot of all arsenic surface water data. Note the symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).

5.4.12.1 Arsenic Data 


Peristaltic samples were collected and analyzed by EPA Method 6020 for total and dissolved arsenic during Rounds 2A and 3A. Arsenic was detected in 136 (78 percent) of the 174 dissolved samples and 157 (90 percen)t of 174 total samples during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events.  

Total arsenic concentrations were generally consistent across the entire Study Area during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events. The overall range of detected concentrations for all total arsenic samples was narrow, ranging from 0.25 to 0.75 µg/L suggesting that there are no specific areas with elevated arsenic concentrations.   

5.4.12.2 Arsenic Relationship to River Flow Conditions 

Detected arsenic concentrations were relatively consistent regardless of flow rate; however, frequency of detection was significantly reduced during storm water-influenced events. The frequency of detection was 100% for total arsenic and 98% for dissolved arsenic for all combined low flow and high flow sampling event sample results. The frequency of detection was 58% for total arsenic and 13% for dissolved arsenic for the storm water-influenced samples.


While total arsenic concentrations were relatively consistent, in general, they were slightly higher in low flow sampling events with concentrations ranging from 0.33 to 0.75 µg/L compared to high flow sampling events with concentrations ranging from 0.25 to 0.63 µg/L. Thirty-nine storm water-influenced samples displayed a narrow range of detected concentrations between 0.43 to 0.53 µg/L. Dissolved and particulate arsenic concentrations in surface water are depicted in histograms by flow event type on Figure 5.4-44 for high flow, low flow and storm water-influenced events.  

Arsenic concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows:


· Total arsenic, Single Point: 0.33 µg/L to 0.75 µg/L at station W001 (RM 2.0E in July 2005).  

· Dissolved arsenic, single-point: 0.25 µg/L to 0.64 µg/L at station W001 (RM 2.0E in July 2005). 

· Total arsenic, Transect: 0.35 to 0.64 µg/L (station W025 E at RM 2.0 in September 2006). 

· Dissolved arsenic, Transect: 0.19 to 0.60 µg/L (station W025 M
 at RM 2.0 in September 2006).


Arsenic concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows:


· Total arsenic, Single point: om 0.30 µg/L to 0.63 J µg/L at in February 2007 station W034 (NS; RM 7.5).  

· Dissolved arsenic, Single Point: 0.19 J µg/L to 0.34 J µg/L in February 2007 at station W034 (NS; RM 7.5).  

· Total arsenic, Transect: 0.25 to 0.54 µg/L at station W005 (RM 4) and station W023 (RM 6.3), in January 2006. 

· Dissolved arsenic, Transect: 0.18 to 0.28 µg/L at station W027 (NB; Multnomah Channel) in February 2007. 

Arsenic concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions ranged as follows 

· Total arsenic, Single Point 0.43 J µg/L to 0.53 J µg/L at station W038 (NB; RM 11).  

· Dissolved arsenic, Single Point: 0.38 J µg/L to 0.48 µg/L at station W038 (NB; RM 11E).  

· Total arsenic, Transect: 0.44 
to 0.48 J µg/L at station W005 (NB; RM 4). 

· Dissolved arsenic, Transect: Not detected. 

5.4.12.3 Spatial Distribution of Arsenic


All of the total and dissolved arsenic surface water results were less than the drinking water MCL of 10 µg/L and 
the ODEQ human health criteria of 2.1 µg/L and the ODEQ chronic value of 150 µg/L for the protection of aquatic life. .

5.4.13 Chromium in Surface Water

 Data for chromium in surface water are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All total and dissolved chromium surface water sample results are presented in Tables 5.4-22a-b by sample event and sample ID number.

Dissolved and particulate chromium concentrations in surface water collected from peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event on Figures 5.4-48 and by river mile/channel position on Figure 5.4-49. Figure 5.4-50 is a line plot of transect chromium concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event. Finally, Figure 5.4-51 is a scatter plot of chromium concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). The symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow).  

5.4.13.1 Chromium Data 


Peristaltic samples were collected and analyzed by EPA Method 6020 for total and dissolved chromium during Rounds 2A and 3A. Chromium was detected in 58 of 174 (33 percent) of dissolved samples and 112 of 174 (64 percent) of total samples during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events.  

Total chromium concentrations were generally consistent across the entire Study Area during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events. The overall range of detected concentrations for all total chromium samples was 0.2 to 1.92 µg/L. The range of detected concentrations of dissolved chromium was narrower, ranging from 0.1 to 0.83 µg/L.    


5.4.13.2 Chromium Relationship to River Flow Conditions

In general, total chromium concentrations were slightly lower in samples collected during low flow sampling events with concentrations ranging from 0.2 to 1.09 µg/L compared to results from high flow sampling events where total chromium concentrations ranged from 0.58 to 1.92 µg/L. Dissolved chromium concentrations were generally lower in low flow samples. Detected dissolved chromium concentrations ranged from 0.43 to 0.83 µg/L in high flow samples and from 0.1 to 0.33 µg/L in low flow samples.

Thirty-nine storm water-influenced samples were analyzed for total and dissolved chromium. Neither total chromium nor dissolved chromium was detected in any of those samples.

Chromium concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows:


· Total Chromium, Single Point: 0.2 µg/L to 0.91 µg/L at station W004 (RM 3.7E) in March 2005.  

· Dissolved Chromium, Single Point: 0.1 µg/L to 0.33 µg/L at station W004 (RM 3.7E) in March 2005.  

· Total Chromium, Transect: 0.29 to 1.09 µg/L at station W005 (RM 3.9) in September 2006.

· Dissolved Chromium, Transect: 0.12 to 0.29 µg/L at station W011 (RM 6.3) in July 2005.

Chromium concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows:


· Total chromium, Single Point: 0.7 µg/L to 1.92 J µg/L at station W031 (RM 6.1W).  

· Dissolved Chromium, Single Point: 0.43 to 0.64 µg/LW034 (RM 7.5W) in February 2007.

· Total Chromium, Transect: 0.58 to 1.73 µg/L at station W027 (Multnomah Channel)) in February 2007.

· Dissolved Chromium, Transect: 0.46 to 0.83 µg/L at station W024 (RM 16) in January 2007.


Neither total nor dissolved chromium was detected in any single-point or transect samples collected during the November 2006 storm water-influenced sampling event. 


5.4.13.3 Spatial Distribution of Chromium

All of the total and dissolved chromium surface water results were less than the drinking water MCL of 100 µg/L. 
ODEQ does not have a human health or aquatic life criteria for total chromium.

5.4.14 Copper in Surface Water


Copper data are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All total and dissolved copper surface water sample results are presented in Tables 5.4-23a-b by sample event and sample ID number.

Dissolved and particulate copper concentrations in surface water collected from peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event on Figures 5.4-52 and by river mile/channel position on Figure 5.4-53. Figure 5.4-54 is a line plot of transect copper concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). The data points presented in this figure are averages of all data points collected at a particular transect for each measured flow event. Finally, Figure 5.4-55 is a scatter plot of copper concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). The symbols and colors indicate the sample type—point vs. transect—and the general flow conditions of the sampling event—low flow, storm water-influenced, or high flow). 

5.4.14.1 Copper Data 


Peristaltic samples were collected and analyzed by EPA Method 6020 for total and dissolved copper during Rounds 2A and 3A. Copper was detected in 99 percent of 174 dissolved samples and 100 percent of 174 total samples during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events.  

Total copper concentrations were generally consistent across the entire Study Area during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events. The overall range of detected concentrations for all total copper samples ranged from 0.65 to 3.68 µg/L.  

5.4.14.2 Copper Relationship to River Flow Conditions

Total copper concentrations were generally consistent across the entire Study Area during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events. Concentrations were generally higher in samples collected during the high flow sampling events, with concentrations ranging from 1.1 to 3.68 µg/L compared to samples collected during low flow sampling events, with concentrations ranging from 0.68 to 2.09 µg/L. Forty storm water-influenced samples displayed a narrow range of detections between 0.65 to 1.14 µg/L. Dissolved and particulate copper concentrations in surface water are depicted in histograms by flow event type on Figures 5.4-52 for high flow, low flow and storm water-influenced events.  


Copper concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows:


· Total copper, Single Point: 0.68 µg/L to 2.09 µg/L at station W004 (RM 3.7) in March 2005.  

· Dissolved copper, Single Point: 
0.37 to 1.64 µg/L at station W022 (NB; RM 9.7W) in July 2005. 

· Total copper, Transect: 0.68 µg/L to 1.55 µg/L at station W005 (NB; RM 3.9) in September 2006. 

· Dissolved copper, Transect: 0.45 µg/L to 0.83 J µg/L at station W011 (RM 6.3) in July 2005.



Copper concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows:


· Total copper, Single Point: 1.47 µg/L to 3.49 µg/L at station W031 (NB; RM 6.1W) in February 2007..  

· Dissolved copper, Single Point 0.55 µg/L to 1.22 µg/L at station W035 (NS; RM 8.5E) in February 2007. 

· Total copper, Transect:  1.1 µg/L to 3.68 J µg/L at station W023 (RM 11) in January 2006.

·  Dissolved copper, Transect:0.43 µg/L to 2.39 J µg/L at station W023 (RM 11) in January 2006.


Copper concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions in November 2006  ranged as follows 

· Total copper, Single Point: 0.79 to 1.14 µg/L at station W035 (NS; RM 8.5E). 

· Dissolved copper, Single Point: 0.50 to 0.78 µg/L at station W035 (NS; RM 8.5E). 

· Total copper, Transect: 0.65 µg/L to 1.1 µg/L at station W024 (RM 16 ). 

· Dissolved copper, Transect: 0.46 µg/L to 1.23 µg/L at station W023 M (RM 11).


5.4.14.3 Spatial Distribution of Copper

All of the total and dissolved copper surface water results were less than the drinking water MCL of 1,300 µg/L 
and the ODEQ human health threshold  value of 1,300 µg/L developed to be protective of drinking water and consumption of organisms. 

These results do not suggest potential source areas for copper. 

5.4.15 Zinc in Surface Water


Data for zinc in surface water are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-11. Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All total and dissolved zinc surface water sample results are presented in Tables 5.4-24a-b by sample event and sample ID number.

Dissolved and particulate zinc concentrations in surface water collected from peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event on Figures 5.4-56 and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-57. Figure 5.4-58 is a line plot of transect zinc concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). Finally, Figure 5.4-59 is a scatter plot of zinc concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). 

5.4.15.1 Zinc Data 

Peristaltic samples were collected and analyzed by EPA Method 6020 for total and dissolved zinc during Rounds 2A and 3A. Zinc was detected in 73 of 174 (42 percent
 of dissolved samples and 133 of 174 (76 percent) of total samples during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events.  

Detected total zinc concentrations in all surface water samples during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events ranged from 1.65 to 57.9 µg/L. The range of detected concentrations of dissolved zinc in all Round 2A and 3A samples was 0.9 to 41.9 µg/L. 

5.4.15.2 Zinc Relationship to River Flow Conditions

With the exception of one sample (station W022 on 12/2/2004) with elevated total (57.9 µg/L) and dissolved (41.9 µg/L) zinc concentrations, detected zinc concentrations were within a narrow range regardless of flow. With the exclusion of the one total result, detected concentrations of total zinc in low flow samples ranged from 1.65 to 8.8 µg/L at station W004 (RM 3.7E) in March 2005.  Comparable to low flow, in high flow samples total zinc concentrations ranged from 1.85 to 8.4 µg/L. In contrast, total zinc was not detected during stormwater influenced sampling. 

With the exception of the one dissolved result for W022 on 12/2/2004, detected dissolved zinc concentrations ranged from 0.9 to 4.9 µg/L at station W018 (RM 8.3) in November 2004 in low flow samples. Dissolved zinc was only detected in one high flow sample at 2.5 µg/L at station W005 in January 2006.  In stormwater influenced samples dissolved zinc was detected in five of 39 samples (4.8 to 6.6 µg/L, station W034, NB.). 

Zinc concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows 


· Total zinc, Single Point: 1.65 µg/L to 57.9 µg/L at station W022 (RM 9.7W) in November 2004.  

· Dissolved zinc, Single Point: 0.9 µg/L to 41.9 µg/L at station W022 (RM 9.7W) in November 2004.

· Total Zinc, Transect from 2.1 to 6.1 µg/L at station W023 W (RM 11) in September 2006.

· Dissolved Zinc, Transect: 1.4 to 2.2 µg/L at station W023 (RM 11) in November 2004.


Zinc concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows: 


· Total zinc, Single Point: 3 to 8.4 µg/L at station W031 (NB, RM 6.1W).  

· Dissolved Zinc, Single Point: Not detected.

· Total Zinc, Transect: 1.85 to 6.38 µg/L at stations W024 (RM 16) and W023 (RM 11) in January 2006.

· Dissolved Zinc, Transect: detected in only one sample; 2.5 µg/L at station W005 (RM 3.9) in January 2006

Zinc concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions in November 2006 ranged as follows: 


· Total zinc, Single Point: Not detected.


· Dissolved zinc, Single Point: 4.8 to 6.6 µg/L at station W034 (NS, RM 7.5W). 

· Total Zinc, Transect: Not detected.


· Dissolved zinc, Transect: was detected in a single transect storm water-influenced sample at 5.1 µg/L at station W025 M (RM 2). 

5.4.15.3 Spatial Distribution of Zinc

All of the total and dissolved concentrations of zinc in surface water were substantially below the ODEQ  human health value of 2,100 µg/L developed to be protective of drinking water and consumption of organisms. An MCL has not been established for zinc.
.

5.4.16 TBT Ion in Surface Water

Data for TBT in surface water are summarized in Tables 5.4-6 through 5.4-211 Transect samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-6, 5.4-8, and 5.4-10. Single-point samples are summarized by flow event in Tables 5.4-7a-d, 5.4-9a-d, and 5.4-11a-d. All TBT surface water data are presented in Table 5.4-25 by sample event and sample ID number.

TBT concentrations in surface water collected from peristaltic pumps are presented in stacked bar graphs by flow event and by river mile/channel position on Figures 5.4-60 and Figure 5.4-61, respectively. Figure 5.4-62 is a line plot of transect TBT concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). Finally, Figure 5.4-63 is a scatter plot of TBT concentrations in surface water by river mile (RM 2-16). 

5.4.16.1 TBT Data

Peristaltic samples of surface water were collected and analyzed by the Krone Method (Krone et al, 1989) for TBT during Rounds 2A and 3A. TBT was detected in a 12 of 174 (7 percent) of all surface water samples collected during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events.  Detected TBT concentrations in all surface water samples collected during the Round 2A and 3A sampling events ranged from 0.00095 to 0.011 µg/L.     


5.4.16.2 TBT Relationship to River Flow Conditions

The small number of TBT detections in surface water samples was associated with a narrow range of detected concentrations regardless of flow. Detected concentrations of TBT in low flow samples ranged from 0.00095 to 0.0023 µg/L.  During high flow sampling events TBT was detected twice at the same station, W035 RM 8.5 E, 0.0021 µg/L (NS) and 0.0035 µg/L (NB). 

Thirty-seven storm water-influenced samples were analyzed for TBT. TBT was detected in only four of these samples at concentrations ranging from 0.0010 to 0.011 µg/L. 

TBT concentrations in samples collected during low flow conditions ranged as follows 


· Single Point: 0.00095 µg/L to 0.0023 µg/L at station W004 (NB, RM 3.7E) in March 2005.  

· Transect: Not detected.


TBT concentrations in samples collected during high flow conditions ranged as follows 


· Single Point: 0.0021 to 0.0035 µg/L at station W035 (RM 8.5) in February 2007.


· Transect: Not detected.

TBT concentrations in samples collected during stormwater influenced conditions ranged as follows

· Single Point:0.0013 to 0.0014 µg/L at W035, (NS, RM 8.5 E).


· Transect: 0.0001 to 0.011 µg/L at W024 (NB, RM 16) in November 2006. 


5.4.16.3 Spatial Distribution of TBT

There is neither an ODEQ human health or an aquatic life criteria for TBT ion. 


5.4.17 Site-Specific Evaluation of Hydrophobic Contaminants


For the purposes of this evaluation and presentation, hydrophobic contaminants are defined as those contaminants or groups of contaminants that are insoluble or minimally soluble in water, and are therefore expected to bind strongly to sediments and suspended particulates.  The subset of hydrophobic contaminants included in this evaluation are PCBs, dioxins and furans, DDT and related compounds (DDx), and PAHs.

5.4.17.1 Distribution Between PCB Dissolved and Particulate Fractions 

The following subsections describe observed trends in dissolved and particulate total PCB congener concentration fractions by river mile, event type, and sample type of in the Round 2A and 3A data set. The spatial distribution of dissolved and particulate PCB concentrations and relationships to flow rate, TSS, and foc are described. PCB congeners were detected in all XAD filter and column samples collected during Round 2A and 3A sampling events.

5.4.17.1.1 PCB Particulate and Dissolved Concentrations 

Total PCB concentrations as a function of flow rate are presented in Figure 5.3-64. Figures 5.3-65 and 5.3-66 show the dissolved and particulate fractions of total PCBs plotted against flow rate.  All of the particulate and dissolved samples with concentrations >1,000 pg/L were collected during low-flow conditions, which includes a single dissolved sample collected during the stormwater-influenced sampling event.  For the particulate fraction, low-flow single point samples span a greater concentration range (up to almost 0.01 ug/L) as compared to the remaining samples which are typically less than 0.001 ug/L.     For the dissolved fraction of total PCBs, low-flow and stormwater-influenced samples cover similar concentration ranges, while high-flow exhibit generally lower concentrations.  Low flow point samples collected at the upper end of the dissolved concentration range (>0.0005 µg/L) tended to have a higher particulate component of the total concentration.  


The high flow samples (both point and transect) tend to exhibit lower dissolved concentrations relative to the storm water-influenced flow and low flow samples.  This suggests a different character/source of PCB contaminated sediment and/or suspended solids concentration and character during high flow events.    


The transect sample collected at RM 11 during the low flow event in November 2004 exhibited a high particulate to dissolved concentration ratio.  As noted previously, during collection of this sample, the field crews observed runoff from a nearby storm drain, which may have contributed to this result.  

Total PCB concentrations as a function of TSS are presented on Figures 5.4-67.  High flow samples (single-point and transect) exhibited the widest range and highest concentrations of TSS, from approximately 10 to 60 mg/L,  but the lowest PCB concentrations. Conversely, the remaining samples exhibited a greater range in concentration over a small range in TSS—low flow TSS concentrations were less than 10 mg/L and stormwater influenced concentrations from approximately 0 to 20 mg/L TSS. The high flow samples also exhibited a lower dissolved/particulate concentration ratio relative to the storm water-influenced and low flow samples. 


Particulate total PCB concentrations and POC concentrations are compared on Figures 5.4-68a-b. The high flow samples (single-point and transect) exhibited lower PCB concentrations for the corresponding POC, than other flow regimes.. The low POC values are consistent with the lower foc associated with TSS observed in high flow samples, as shown on Figure 5.4-69.  This observation suggests the introduction of suspended particles with low organic carbon content during high flow events.  Further, the solids that become suspended in the water column during high flow events may have a different character (low foc and low PCB concentrations) than those introduced during low flow or storm water-influenced events.  







5.4.17.2 Distribution Between PCDD/F Dissolved and Particulate Fractions 


The following subsections describe the observed trending in dissolved and particulate total PCDD/Fs fractions by river mile, event type, sample type, TSS, and foc of the TSS.  This analysis was specific to total PCDD/Fs and ,therefore, does not extend to individual dioxins and furans.  

5.4.17.2.1 PCDD/F Dissolved and Particulate Concentrations 

The dissolved and particulate fractions of total PCDD/F concentrations for each surface water sample are presented as histograms by flow event type on Figure 5.4-14 and by channel position on Figure 5.4-15.  As expected for hydrophobic compounds, PCDD/Fs tend to partition to the particulate fraction in surface water within the Study Area. The two highest concentrations measured at RM 6.7 and 11 during low flow and storm water-influenced conditions, respectively, exhibit high particulate to dissolved ratios (greater than an order of magnitude difference between the two phases).  This partitioning is consistent for all the samples.  


5.4.17.2.2 PCDD/F Associations with Suspended Solids 


Total concentrations as a function of TSS are presented on Figure 5.4-69.  PCDD/F concentrations in high flow transect samples appear to exhibit a slightly increasing PCDD/F concentration trend with higher suspended solids.  Concentrations in low flow and storm water-influenced samples appear to vary independently of suspended solids concentration.  The transect and single point samples collected during low flow and stormwater influenced events were all characterized by TSS values less than those of the high flow event.. (Figures 5.4-70).

Particulate total PCDD/F concentrations and POC concentrations are compared on Figure 5.4-70.  Relative to other flow regimes, POC was relatively low in high flow samples (single point and transect).  Thee the storm water-influenced samples tended to exhibit marginally higher POC. 

Solids that become suspended during storm water-influenced events may have a unique character of high foc and varying loads of PCDD/Fs.  Samples characterized by higher concentrations of PCDD/Fs did not have corresponding high TSS concentrations.  However, these high PCDD/F concentration samples did exhibit a high particulate-phase PCDD/F concentration as a function of POC.

5.4.17.3 Distribution Between DDx Dissolved and Particulate Fractions


The following subsections describe the observed trends in total DDx dissolved and particulate fractions by river mile, event type, sample type, TSS, and foc of the TSS.  


5.4.17.3.1 DDx Particulate and Dissolved Concentrations


The distribution of total DDx by river mile is presented on histograms by flow event type on Figures 5.4-20 and histograms by channel position on Figures 5.4-21.  Three samples collected at RM 2 (station W025) during low-flow conditions exhibited higher dissolved to particulate ratios
. This may be due to the lower suspended solids load in the downstream portion of the Study Area (at RM 2) rather than an actual shift in partitioning behavior.  However, these higher dissolved:particulate ratios are not exclusive to these samples.

Total DDx concentrations as a function of flow rate are presented in Figures 5.4-71a-b.  With the exception of the highest total DDx concentrations that were measured at RM 6.9 and 7.2, a relationship between flow rate and total DDx concentrations is not evident during low-flow conditions (Figure 5.3-71a).   Considering the uncertainty associated with the discharge measurements noted in section 5.4-2, the similarity in concentration for flow events is not suprising. However, it is apparent when in Figure 5.3-71b that there is a general increase in concentration with flow.. 

5.4.17.3.2 DDx Associations with Suspended Solids


Total concentrations as a function of TSS are presented on Figures 5.4-72a-b.  The highest ratios of DDx to TSS were exhibited in low flow samples while high flow samples exhibited a much lower ratio of total DDx concentration to TSS. The low flow and storm water-influenced samples had low suspended solids loads (25 J mg/L or lower) compared to high flow samples (up to 62 mg/L). When the single-point samples with elevated DDx concentrations are excluded, DDx concentrations tend to increase with TSS.

Particulate total DDx concentrations and POC concentrations are compared on Figures 5.4-73a-b. With the exception of low-flow point samples, DDx concentrations appear independent of POC. High flow samples exhibited higher TSS concentrations and lower foc on TSS percentages.  Therefore, the higher concentrations in the surface water during high flow events (Figures 5.4-72a-b) were present in spite of lower POC in the water column.  Again, this may suggest a different source or sources of particles, upstream of the Study Area, given the high inflow concentrations at RM 16 and 11 during high flow events.  Higher POC concentrations were found in transect and single-point storm water-influenced and low flow samples with lower total particulate DDx concentrations.

5.4.17.4 Distribution Between PAH Dissolved and Particulate Fractions


The following subsections describe the observed trends in the dissolved and total PAH fractions by river mile, event type, sample type, TSS, and foc of the TSS.

5.4.17.4.1 PAH Particulate and Dissolved Concentrations


 The spatial distribution of dissolved and particulate total PAH concentrations is presented on histograms for each surface water sample by flow event type and river mile on Figure 5.4-81a; Figure 5.4-81b presents the same data with a reduced y-axis scale to better show lower concentrations. Figures 5.4-82a-b through 5.4-83a-b present the same data arranged by channel position. 

Total PAH concentrations as a function of flow rate are presented in Figure 5.4-75.  Four of the five highest concentrations of total PAHs were measured in single-point samples collected during low-flow conditions.  Total PAH concentrations tended to vary independently of flow condition.  However, samples with elevated PAHs concentrations were moreevident in low-flow samples from RM 7 to 2 compared to the high-flow and stormwater-influenced sampling events.  Downstream near RM 2, the low-flow sample concentrations were generally lower those observed further upstream within the Study Area.

While a general trend of greater partitioning in the dissolved phased is evident, a notable exception was observed at station W035 at RM 8.5 during the January 2007 high flow event.  Both the NB and NS samples exhibited a greater particulate to dissolved concentration ratio. Also, at stations W011 (RM 6.3) and W005 (RM 4) the NB samples had noticeably higher particulate total PAH concentrations in the low flow and storm water-influenced sampling events.  In the January 2007 high flow sampling event, this pattern was reversed at station W035 (RM 8.5), and the NS sample had the highest particulate total PAH concentration.


5.4.17.4.2 PAH Associations with Suspended Solids


Total PAH concentrations as a function of TSS are presented on Figures 5.4-76. High flow samples (single-point and transect) exhibited the widest range and highest concentrations of TSS but generally lower total PAH concentrations.  However, there does appear to be a trend of gradually increasing total PAH concentrations with higher TSS values for the high flow samples.  Low flow and storm water-influenced samples tended to exhibit low TSS but a wider range of PAH concentrations. 

Particulate total PAH concentrations and POC concentrations are compared on Figure 5.4-77. The high flow samples (single-point and transect) exhibited relatively low total PAH concentrations and POC. The low POC values are consistent with the lower observed foc of the suspended solids during this flow condition.  Several high flow samples exhibited POC values equal to zero (Figure 5.4-77) because the calculated POC was considered to be zero if the DOC was greater than the TOC. These low POC values indicate that the high flow events are associated with low foc sediments.

� The January 2007 high-flow event was cancelled after two days of sampling due to unexpected change in flow conditions.  Sampling recommenced on February 21, 2007 once high-flow conditions (>50,000 cfs) were once again observed and continued through March 10, 2007.    



� A single vertically-integrated sample was collected from the mid-point of each transect segment.











�Colloids are the smallest particles, having dimensions between 1 nm and 100 µm; they are comprised of humic substances, Fe and Mn- oxides and soil-derived materials, and are ubiquitous in natural waters (Stumm, and Morgan, 1996).  A fraction of colloids are small enough to pass through a 0.45 µm filter materials; as such, compounds sorbed to, or comprising, colloids are operationally part of the ‘dissolved’ fraction. 



� Only the column of the XAD sample collected during July 2005 low flow event was analyzed for total PCBs; the filter was not analyzed.



� Sample events could involve replicate samples, and for XAD sampling the column and filter samples together are counted as one sample.  These counts are strictly of sample events, and the values listed here are with replicates averaged together.











� Sample events could involve replicate samples, and for XAD sampling the column and filter samples together are counted as one sample.  These counts are strictly of sample events, and the values listed here are with replicates averaged together.







�Changed for technical accuracy.



�Propose deleting Appendix D3.3 of the Draft Final RI because  screening of surface water concentrations against criteria are now included in the text.



�Agreed.  If not referenced in the RI Report, then appendix should be removed.



�Units need to be consistent.



�As discussed on 7/8, ug/L will be used along with scientific notation as needed to avoid long rows of zeros.



�This information was moved to intro to section.



�Flow condition information added for consistency.



� The first part of this section was deleted since it is redundant with Section 2.



�First part of paragraph retained, but remainder is not.



�Propose retaining these two paragraphs to provide context to the reader of the overall sampling design, which is complex.  Subsequent sections are difficult to understand without this basic understanding.  



�Summing methodology first mentioned in footnote to section 5.4.10.  Moved upfront for clarity.



�Proposed revised text to explain data set limitations.



� This information is discussed in Section 2 and Appendix A.



�This information was incorporated with discussion on data set.



�  Parts of this section were moved to intro.  Rest was deleted.



�  This information was moved to intro.



�Proposed revised text for clarity and technical accuracy.



�In the sections that follow, sample counts and values were checked versus the SCRA database. Where inconsistencies were found, updates were made to counts/values in RLSO.  We have not attempted o diagnose the source of each  revision.   However, in the section 5.4 tables provided by EPA on 6/11/2014 two issues were encountered that are likely relevant.  The first is that it appears that values for summed parameters match values from the SCRA for the RA summing rules, not the RI summing rules.  Second, there are some inaccuraciess in the assignment of the collection type description (point vs. transect locations).



�Numbers will be replaced with scientific notation as needed during final editing.



�OK



�LW3-W023W on 9/6/2006



�See next comment



�The high flow data summary as presented excludes data from the 2006 HF event.



�Proposed text change as this comparison is easier to see in the figures 



�Proposed removal of source language here in Section 5.



�  Internal EPA Comment Should we consider an alternate title for this section for each contaminant to more closely reflect the discussion about criteria



�Screen vs OR QWC only per discussion on 7/8.



�MCLs are part of OR WQC, so need to retain these statements.



�W019 samples are ND at 2500, 2530, 2630 pg/L



�OK



�W020 samples are ND at 2500,2500,2500 pg/L



�OK



�Propose retaining this deleted text which provides context for the previous sentence which was retained.  



�OK



�This text is important for understanding the results of the sampling program



�OK



�See next comment



�Data summary as presented excludes 2006 High Flow event.



�Retain this statement.



�Need clarification of whether list is for Total PCDD/F or TCDD TEQ.  Location list has not been checked.



�I think this was for total PCDD/F, but Integral will check on whether this is for either or both total PCDD/F and TCDD TEQ.



�All other summed parameters have retained ‘Total’ in name; unclear why this change has been made.  Propose changing to Total DDx throughout



�OK to have total precede DDx to be consistent with terminology used in the RI report.



� Internal EPA Comment  Specify more details about the method.



�Screen against Oregon criteria only. 



�Agreed.



�The minimum values that have been replaced appear to be for the filter fraction only, not the sum of C+F.  It is not consistent to combine/compare  peristaltic total values with XAD sub-fractions.  This comment applies to following HF and SI sections.



�Agreed that it should be column plus filter.



�W031 is not a transect.



�Agreed.



�Delete, not appropriate for section 5



�The following internal EPA comment suggests EPA review was not completed or this bubble  was left in inadvertently.  Clarification from EPA needed



�Internal EPA Comment



Discrepancies:



[This is not necessarily a complete set of discrepancies of the same nature; they are just those noticed in passing – a complete analysis for these types of discrepancies has not been performed.]



1. We don’t have any data for WO24 (mile 16) in the database.



2. Map 5.3-1a lists WO38 at mile 9.9 (placing it on the E side of the river).  The database we have lists it at mile 11E.



3. Map 5.3-1a plots WO38 as a green triangle, corresponding to XAD SP (according to the legend).  Our database lists WO38 as Peristaltic SP.



4. The total PAH measured by XAD (C+F) and Peristaltic are highly discrepant.  For the 61 cases testable in our database, 29 are discrepant by more than a factor 2 --- i.e. if both are detects (13 cases), the concentrations differ by mor)e than a factor of 2; if one is a non-detect, the other a detect (16 cases), then the detect exceeds the DL of the non-detect by a factor more than 2.  It is possible some of this discrepancy may be  an artefact of the method of summing across the multiple PAH (i.e. treatment of non-detects).



5.  In view of the discrepancy above, any conclusions based on trends is suspect. 



6. Moreover, the apparent trends downriver seen in the XAD  (C+F) and Peristaltic measurements are different in some cases, so that conclusions based on one or the other are suspect.



 the database contains XAD – C, XAD – F, and XAD – C&F, but the last is not necessarily equal to the sum of the first two, with the discrepancy larger than can be accounted for by simple rounding of the data.  This discrepancy may be explicable by the methodology used to sum across PAH (e.g. treatment of non-detects).  For this section the XAD – C&F total has been replaced by the sum of XAD – C and XAD – F.











�Internal EPA Comment



This discussion evaluates Peristaltic and XAD (C+F) measurements together as though equally valid.



�Internal EPA Comment



Here, for both counts, “sample” may include replicates –a sample event may involve taking sample + replicate, and replicates have been averaged for the sample count.  The sample event count is from the (old) Table 5.4-1.



�Sample counts for this, and all analytes, have been QA’d and revised.  In all cases, revised counts represent the summed total of normal samples and field replicates.  Field replicates included for transparency and consistency.







New definition of sample events in this section; inconsistent with previous sections which described total samples; sampling events defined differently in previous sections and in Section 2 text revised by EPA.  



�Retain this part only.



�Delete screens to non-Oregon criteria



�W033 is not a transect.



�W031 is not a transect



�W035 is not a transect



�Internal EPA Comment



Figure 5.3-87 (now 5.4-27) does not specify what data were used to construct it. It appears to be based on XAD (C+F) data only, and should require T-VI data.  But Figure 5.3-87 shows data points at miles 3 and 4 although there are no T-VI data at miles 3 and 4 in our database.



�  Internal EPA Comment  This section is based on the combined Peristaltic and XAD (C+F) data.



�  Internal EPA Comment  A formal test would be difficult, because of the many non-detects.



� Internal EPA Comment  Based on samples on the BEHP page of the accompanying spreadsheet file.  Spreadsheet may be missing the NS sample from W038.  Check the indicated river mile for W038 in the spreadsheet (11 in the spreadsheet, 9.9 on the accompanying figures).  Check treatment of duplicates.  Should W024 (River Mile 16) be included in the database?



�  Internal EPA Comment What type of analysis is this?



�Retain this language.



�Inappropriate screening as discussed on 7/8.



�Agreed.



�Retain this language.



�Screen to ODEQ values only



�Retain.  ODEQ also includes MCLs



�Propose delete source statmentt



�Changed data presentation to be parallel other analytes (e.g. DDx, Aldrin)



�Retain this language.



�  Internal EPA Comment  Discrepancies



1.  The database has 4 WO13 entries, 3 listed at RM 6.7, one at 6.9E. Two of those listed at 6.7 are given as SP-NB-1 XAD and SP-NB-2 XAD, one as SP-NB-2 Peristaltic, and the one at 6.9E as Peristaltic SP-NB-1.  Map 5.3-1a lists/plots WO13 at 6.9E, but as XAD SP.  For this evaluation the 4 entries are treated as distinct (although they could be pairwise replicates).



�Internal EPA Comment



But see Discrepancy comment 1 above.



�Internal EPA Comment



Here, for both counts, “sample” may include replicates –a sample event may involve taking sample + replicate, and replicates have been averaged for the sample count.  The sample event count is from the (old) Table 5.4-1.



�As noted in Integral46, samples counts include replicates counted separately for transparency.



�Use “not detected” rather than “undetected” globally throughout document as agreed 8/4.



�Unclear why this single point is excluded or suspect.



�Footnote moved to section 5.4-1



�Excludes peristaltic detect.



�Include peristaltic detect.



�Were averages calculated?



�Averages were calculated by Integral in 2011 Draft RI.  Integral will check this statement for accuracy.



�Delete this footnote, replicates included in counts as revised.



�OK



�These summary bullets are not consistent with previous sections.  Appears to be unnecessary considering the addition of the, more detailed bullets that follow.  Propose deleting this list.



�OK



�Peristaltic data, N=3, is excluded.



�Include peristaltic data.



�Previous sections did not include date.



�Make sure that M is defined in text.



�Previously only presented detected values.



�Content does  not match headers for As and other metals.   



�Retain the MCL.



�Retain the MCL.



�Previous sections only presented detected data.



�Retain the MCL.



�Internal EPA Comment   LWG table shows 42%



�Retain this statement.



�No spatial discussion.



�OK



�Repetition of section 5.4.4, propose deleting



�OK



�Repetition of earlier part of paragraph.



�OK



�Visual inspection of the histograms (DF RI Figure 5.3-59)  shows similar dissolved phase dominant samples occur in other reaches;  e.g. Jul 05 W013-2, low flow or Feb 07 W023-M, high flow, W024-NS in Nov 06 SI. 







This draft document has been provided to EPA at EPA’s request to facilitate EPA’s comment process on the document in order for LWG to finalize the RI.  The comments or changes (including redlines) on this document may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of the EPA comments.
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